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question of order, which I should like the Chair 
to decide. A bill pussed the Senate to aid in con- 
etracting a railroad in Minnesota. It came to 
this House, and was laid upon the table; which, 
under the decision of the Chair, and the vote of 
the House, is held to be a rejection. This bill, | 
take it, is substantially the sameas that one. The 
13th joint rule of the two Houses, provides that 
when a bill or resolution, which has been passed 
in one House, shall be rejected in the other, it 
shall not be brought in during the same session 
without a notice of ten days, and the leave of two 
thirds of that House, in which it shall be renewed. 
Now, if the mere changing of a few words in 
a bill take it without that rule, the rule is a blank, 
and might as well be stricken out at once. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Is this not the bill which 
has come from the other House? 

Mr. JONES. I believe it is identical with the 
one rejected. : 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
was based upon the declaration of the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Srevens,) who distinetly 
stated that the bill which he desired to introduce, 
was not identically the same. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Ilinois. 
the bill be read. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. [I was about 
to sav | had sent the bill to the Clerk’s desk, for 
the purpose of having it read, that the House 
might be well satisfied that the statements I had 
made were true, and that the bill I desire to in- 
troduce is not identical with the bill that came 
down from the Senate, and which has been before | 
the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do notcare about 
the bill being read, if the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, who reports it, will state to the House in 
what material point it differs from the bill which 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
of the bill. 

Mr. OLDS. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. In response to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] the Chair would 
say, that in the first place he differs with that gen- 
tleman in regard to the vote upon the Senate bill 
to which he refers. The laying of a bill upon the 
table is not, in parliamentary law, a rejection of 
the bill, 

Mr. JONES. I was aware of that. I stated 
that the decision of the Chair, sustained by a vote | 
of the House, settled the principle that laying a bill 
upon the table insured its rejection. 

Mr. OLDS. I would ask the Chair if the House 
did not lay the deficiency bill upon the table, and 
if it was not again reported and acted upon in this 
House? 

Mr. HAVEN. Upon the motion of the gen- | 
tleman from the St. Lawrence district in my State, 
the whole subject was referred back to the com- 
mittee, 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 

igan (Mr. Stevens] states upon his responsibility 

that this bill differs materially from the Senate bill 

referred to; and even though the bill from the 

Senate had been rejected, and though the vote of 
the House was taken upon it, the Chair decides | 
that the bill now proposed to be introduced is not 

out of order; and it is very clear that the laying | 
of the Senate bill upon the table is not, according 

to parliamentary law, a rejection of the bill. There- 

lore, the objection raised by the gentleman from | 
J ennessee cannot hold, even if it were the identical 

vill which came from the Senate. That is cer- 

tainly the law of this House, and it is competent 

for the House to decide what course they will 

take in regard to this bill. 


Mr. STEVENS. I now ask that the bill be 


I ask that 


I ask for the reading 


I would like to ask the Speakera 


read the first and second time, and then I wish to | 
make some explanations. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Is it now in order to move | 
& rejection of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be in | 
order after the first reading of the bill. 
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‘The bill was then read the first time by its ttle, 

| as follows: 
A bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in 
constructing a railroad therein. 
Mr. KEITT. I move to lay the bill upon the 
table. 
The SPEAKER. Will gentlemen allow the 
Chair to state, that upon the first reading of a 
bill, the question shall be, if itis then raised, ‘* Shall 
it be received, or shall it be rejected ?’’ 
Mr. STEVENS. I believe I have the floor. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Srevens] allow the Chair to make 
| a brief statement?) The Chair recollects precisely 
such a case as has now arisen under his own 
administration during the last Congress. A re- 
jection of a bill was moved, and the Chair decided 
that it was notdebatable. The House acquiesced 
| in it, and the Chair is not aware of any rule that 
would vary that practice. 
Mr. STEVENS. I wish to say only a few 
words. Many appeals have been made to me 
this morning not to urge the consideration of this 
bill at this ime. It was suggested to me that I 
was taking the House by surprise, and bringing 
up a bill which legitimately had no place here. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I protest against any charge 
of this kind made against my present course. I 
am the last member of this House to do anything 
| that is unfair. I would not have introduced this 
bill if it did not legitimately belong here. | would 
not take gentlemen by surprise, and by that means 
effect the passage of a bill. God knows I would 
not be guilty of doing such a thing as that. 
But I have been instructed by the committee, of 
which I am a member, to report this bill. Gen- 
tlemen who have an interest in the matter—gen- 
| tlemen from the Territory of Minnesota—have 
| urged and requested me to report this bill. This 

morning I gave these gentlemen my word that I 
| would do so, and as a man anda gentleman, | am 
now fulfilling my promise to them. 

Mr. Speaker, | have no personal interest in this 
bill. It does not at all affect my personal inter- 
ests. It does, however, affect the interests of my 
district, and those of the United States at large. 
| It is one of those bills, | think, which should, 
| perhaps, be passed in preference to any other. 
The interests involved in it are not confined solely 
| to the Territory of Minnesota. But providing, 
as the bill does, for the road starting from the 
| southern boundary of Minnesota, running steadily 
| in the direction of Lake Superior, it is caleulated— 

when thechain, of which this is but a single link, 

shall be completed—it is calculated, I say, to give, 

and wiill give, steam communication from the Gulf 

of Mexico to the Gulf of the St. Lawrence, by way 
| of the extreme line of water communication from 
| the heads of the Mississippi to the Fond du Lac of 
Lake Superior. 

Let this bill be passed, Mr. Speaker, and you 
enable men, who are now unable to do it, through 
their personal enterprise, to construct this great 
| road. Pass this bill, and the citizens of this Re- 
public will be able to pass, for pleasure or for 
business, from the Gulf of the St. Lawrence, by 
| way of the river St. Lawrence, the head of Lake 
Superior, and the Straits of St. Marie, to the Gulf 
of Mexico. You may pass from that Gulf to the 
Atlantic, by the way of the Erie canal, and by 
various other means of communication. This is 
a national, not a merely local matter. 

* The benefits of its operation will not be confined 
to the citizens of the Territory of Minnesota. It 
| iS not a matter to operate tothe personal interests 
| of one or two States merely, but to those of every 
State in the Union. It is national—as I said—in 
its objects; and if | understand the true theory 
and principles on this subject, that theory is, that 
works like this, which are national, which are 
extensive, and which are not confined merely to 
some particular portion of the Union, deserve and 
| should receive the patronage and care of the Gen- 
eral Government. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 am requested to explain 


| the difference between this bill and the other one. | 
\| On this point, it is perhaps enough for me to say | 


New SeEries..... No. 


to gentlemen here that, while the other bill ap- 
plied a portion of it to lowa, a portion to Minne- 
sota, and a portion to Wisconsin, this bill is con- 
fined to the Territory of Minnesota alone—the 
road beginning at the southern boundary of the 
Territory, and running to St. Paul, a distance 
of about a hundred miles, and from thence in the 
most feasible route, and in the direction of Lake 
Superior to the eastern boundary of the Territory, 
a distance of perhaps thirty-five miles. Besides 
ihis bill provides for the granting of only five 
hundred and twenty-seven thousand acres of 
land, while the other bill provided for double that 
quantity. 

Sur, that is the difference between the two bills. 
This one is a territorial bill. It has nothing to do 
with other States. And now, if gentleman per- 
mit me, | would say that I desire to take no un- 
fair advantage of this House in the introduction of 
the bill. IL have presented it in accordance with 
the wishes of the friends of the bill. And in my 
character as a citizen of this great Republic, as a 
citizen of Michigan, | wish the bill to pass, because 
it will contribute to the general benefit of all. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, | demand the previous 
question upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland, {Mr. Haminron } 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. Will the gentleman 
yield me the floor a moment, before he makes that 
demand. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
demand. 

Mr. LANE. I then move that the House now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr.MEACHAM. Irise toa privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Two privileged motions are 
now pending. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 
cedence of both. 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will take pre- 
cedence of the others, and is the first to be put to 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and there were— 
yeas 77, nays 73; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Brooks, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chrisman, Colquitt, Corwin, Craige, 
Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, Dick, Dickinson, Dram, Ed, 
mands, Thomas D. Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Fenton 
Flagier, Franklin, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, Hamiiton, 
Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Howe, Hunt, Inger 
soll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Murray, Norton, Parker, Peckham, Preston, Puryear, 
Ready, Riddle, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, 
Simmons, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. Tay 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, 
Wade, Walley, Walsh, Israel Washburn, Wheeler, Hen- 
drick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Boyce, Breckin- 
ridge, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cox, 
Jobn G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, 
Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Ellison, English, 
Florence, Gamble, Green, Greenwood, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Houston, Hughes, Johnson, Rolund Jones, Kid- 
well, Lane, Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McNair, 
Macy, Matteson, Mayall, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Noble, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver,Orr, 
Bishop Perkins, Phelp=, Phillips, Pratt, Richardson, Rus- 
sell, Seymour, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Stratton, David Stuart, Thurston, Vail, War- 
ren, Etlibu 2. Washburne, Wells, John Wentworth, 'Tap- 
pan Wentworth, and Daniel Bb. Wright—78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. Is not the ques 
tion upon the demand for the previous question 


I cannot. I insist upon my 


My motion will take pre- 
I move that the House do now 


next in order? 


The SPEAKER. The motion that the Hous 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole gu 
the state of the Union takes precedence of the 
demand for the previous question, 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I appeal to the House 
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to take into consideration the fact that this is the 
last day set aside for the consideration of territo- 





rial business, and I hope the House will therefore | 


go into the Committee of the Whole, and resume 
the consideration of bills in reference to Territo- 
ries which are properly upon the Calendar. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move now 
that the House adjourn? 

TheSPEAKER,. It is. 

Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Illinois. I rise to a question 
of order. J understand that the last vote taken 
was upon a motion to adjourn. 
is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. Since that vote was taken 
business has been transacted. The House has 


Upon that I demand the 


fl 


! 


Then I make that motion. | 


If so, this motion | 


ordered the yeas and nays upon a motion that | 


the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I wish to ask the Chair 
a question for the purpose of information. If the 
House sheuld now adjourn, will this bill come up 
for consideration on Monday morning? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinksit would not 
come up, unless other morning business should 
first be disposed of. The Chair is not very clear 
as to what its position will be. 
that question when it arises. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. {f the House should 
adjourn now, what will be the condition of the 
territorial business which has been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. 


the Chair—for the motion to adjourn strictly cuts 


He will decide | 


If the House will indulge | 


off all this conversation—he will say that he does 
not recollect what has been the practice in such 


eases, They do not often occur. He is, how- 
ever, of the opinion that this business would be 
in order during the morning hour. 


The question was then taken upon the motion 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting, in compliance with the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 12th of January last, a 
report from the Secretary of State, communicating 
copies of the correspondence between the legation 
of the United States and the Government of Chili, 
in relation to the impressment or forcible abduc- 
tion of four seamen from the United States whale- 
ship Addison. 

A Senator. Let it be printed. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the communication 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. ‘They can see whether it ought to be printed 
or not. 


Mr. BELL. 
communications ? 

Mr. GWIN. It may be unnecessary to print 
it. It is a very large document, and it can be 
printed hereafter, if the Committee on Foreign 
Relations think it ought to be printed. 

Mr. BELL. The communication ts in response 
toa resolution which I offered. Of course my 
object was to have it published; but let it go. 1 
will hereafter make the motion to print, if it be 
necessary. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 


Is it not unusual to print such 


the Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury, communicating, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, a statement of the amount of 
bonds and other securities of the United States, 
redeemed since the 3d March, 1853; which was 
ordered to le on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with areso- 
lution of the Senate, copies of the correspondence 


|| in relation to the arrest, at Bremen, of Conrad 


to adjourn; and decided in the affirmative—yeas, | 


88, nays 69; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Brooks, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Chrisman, Colquitt, Cor 
win, Craige, Crocker, Cullom, Cutting, ‘Thomas Davis, 
Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, Edmands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Etheridge, Everhart, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, 
Giddings, Goodrich, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Harri 
son, Haven, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, Lyon, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peckliam, Bishop 
Perkins, Powel, Preston, Puryear, Ready, Reese, David 
Ritchie, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Shower, Sim 


mons, William Smith, Snodgrass, Richard H. Stanton, | 


Alexander H. Stephens, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, 
Jonn L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, 
Trout, Tweed, Upnam, Wade, Walley, Walsh, Warren, 
Wheeler, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—8s. 

NAYS —Mesers. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, David 
J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry. Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dowdell, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, 
John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Florence, Gamble, Green, 
Greenwood, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, John- 
son, Roland Jones, Keitt, Lane, Lindsley, Macdonald, 
MeDougall, McNair, Macy, Matteson, Mayall, Jobn G. 
Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Orr, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Richardson, Russell, Sey- 
mour, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 


George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, David | 


Stuart, Vail, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 


Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Daniel 
B. Wright—69. 


So the motion was agreed to; and 
Thereupon, at half-past one o’clock, the House 
adjourned until Monday next, at twelveo’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, May 8, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. | 


THE NEBRASKA-KANSAS BILL. 


_Mr. DOUGLAS presented a remonstrance 
signed by five hundred and four clergymen of the 
northwestern States against the 
Nebraska-Kansas bill. He commented at some 
length upon the language of the remonstrance, 
and upon the proceedings of a meeting of clergy- 
men at Chicago, held on the 27th day of March. 
He responded to the reply of one of those clergy- 
men to his letter in answer to their proceedings, 
and commented on asermon of Rev. Dr. Richard- 
son, of en delivered on the 5th of March. 

{The speech will be found in the Appendix.] 


passage of the | 








| 


| Schmidt, a naturalized citizen of the United States, 


and the arrest at Heidelberg of E. T. Dana, and 
other citizens of the United States. Also, copies 


| of the correspondence with the King of Prussia, 


on the subject of religious toleration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Iam requested 
to present to the Senate a memorial of the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Hannibal and St. Jo- 


| seph’s Railroad Company, praying the passage of | 


a bill granting them the right of way for the 
construction of a railroad from a point opposite 
St. Joseph’s to the Pacific ocean. They ask no 
grant of exclusive privileges, no land, no assist- 
ance from the Government. 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH. I presenta memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce, of New York, setting forth that 
they regard the present time as peculiarly favor- 
able for the formation of treaties,with the great 


| Powers of Europe, by which the rights of neu- 


trals shall be recognized and established, and for 
the suppression of privateering. The memorial 
is one of considerable interest, and I beg to com- 
mend it to the especial consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I move, therefore, 
that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FISH also presented four remonstrances 
signed by citizens of New York, against the pas- 


| sage of the Nebraska bill; which were ordered to 


lie on the table. 

Mr. FOOT presented resolutions, passed at a 
meeting of the citizens of Springfield, Vermont, 
remonstrating against the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, additional evidence in support cf the claim 
of Leonard Proctor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Castleton, Con- 
necticut, praying the reduction of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Dr. 8. J. 
Anderson, agent of D. M. Wilson & Co., mer- 
chants, of New York, praying that they may be 
indemnified for the loss of a certificate held b 
them in the Trinity Land Company for $10,000; 
which was referred to the Commitiee on Claims. 





It will be referred to | 











ee. May 8, 
1] i ee 
| _ Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the Petition of 
| Catherine Dickerson, widow of John Dickerson 

a revolutionary soldier, praying a pension und. 
the act of 1838; which was referred to the Con. 
mittee on Pensions. . 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial , 
Maria Jones, widow of Andrew A. Jones de 
ceased, praying compensation for extra Services 
rendered by her late husband as inspector of the 
customs at New York; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of T,] 
Fox Alden, a citizen of Pennsylvania, praying 
the aid of Congress, by subscription or Otherwise. 
to aid in the publication of ** An Index to the De. 
cisions of the Supreme Courtof the United States.» 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi. 
ciary. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a memorial of the 
inhabitants of the town of Berlin, Connecticy, 
praying a reduction in the rates of ocean postage. 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pog, 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented three memorials of 
citizens of the State of Rhode Island, praying , 
reduction in the rates of ocean postage; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented four memorials of citizens 
of New York, praying that measures may le 
taken to secure to American citizens traveling o; 
residing abroad, the rights of religious freedom: 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreiyy 

| Relations, 

| Also, a petition of citizens of the United States 
residing in New York, professing the Jewish re. 
ligion, praying that measures may be adopted 
to secure to them civil and religious rights when 
traveling in foreign countries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STUART presented a petition of citizens 
| of Detroit, Michigan, praying that a certain lotin 
| that city, now owned by the Government, inay 

be designated as a site for a custom-house; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


- 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 
| Ordered, That Jean Deplaigne have leave to withdraw 
| his petition and papers. 
GOVERNOR RAMSAY. 
| Mr.SEBASTIAN. A few days ago, I asked 
| leave to withdraw certain papers in reference to 
| the investigation into the official conduct of Gov- 
| ernor Ramsay, of Minnesota. The Senator from 
| Michigan [Mr. Stuart] at that time objected w 
the withdrawal, but I believe he is now satisfied 
that it is proper that they should be withdrawn. 
1 therefore renew the motion that they be with- 
| drawn. 
The motion was agreed to; and it was 


Ordered, That certain papers, in reference to the case of 
Governor Ramsay, of Minnesota, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, in order to be presented at the Treasury 
|| Department. 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM ABROAD. 
|| Mr. CASS. 1 wish to take this ssenuey of 
| saying, that some time since—some four or five 
|| weeks ago, I do not exactly recollect the day— 
| the Senate, on my motion, were good enough to 
| assign a day, which has passed, for the consider- 
| ation of the motion submitted by me, to refer (0 
| the Committee on Foreign Relations a report 
| made by Mr. Underwood at the last session, i" 
|| reference to the rights of American citizens to re- 
|| ligious freedom abroad. Circumstances prevented 
|| me from taking advantage of the kindness of the 
| Senate on that occasion, and I desire now to have 
| a day assigned, on which I can state my views \” 
|| the Senate. It is immaterial to me what day be 
|| fixed. I would rather it should not be very !ate; 
|| but I do not wish to interfere with other business. 
|| Several Senators. Say next Monday. 

| Mr. CASS. I shall be very happy if the Sen- 
|| ate can hear me on the subject next Monday. 


| move, therefore, for the purpose which I have in- 
dicated, that the Senate now take up my propos! 
| tion. 

| The motion was agreed to. 

| Mr. CASS. I now move that the further con- 
|| sideration of the subject be postponed, and be 


| made the special order of the day for next Mon- 


| 





day. 
\ "The motion was agreed to. 
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BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 


Pensions, submitted the following resolution for 


consideration: 

Resolved, That the joint resolution of the 24th of Feb- 
gary, 1804, for supplying new members of the present Con- 
press with all such books of a public character in the same 
ss ortion as were furnished to nembers of either House 
at the jast Congress, embraces Mayo aud Moulton’s edition 
0 the pension and bounty land laws, &c., in the proportion 
of eight copies to each of the said new members, and that 
the Secretary of the Senate shall so understand and execute 
the said resoluuon. 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, offered the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be authorized to employ a clerk. 

RAMSAY INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer the following res- 
olution, and ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That the report of the commissioners ap- 
nointed by the President of the United Stites to investigate 
the offiaial conduct of Alexander Rainsay, late Governor of 
Minnesota Territory, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to modify his resolution so as to embrace 
the testimony in the case. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The commissioners re- 
ported the testimony to us, and that is really what 
we are anxious to get at. 

Mr. STUART. I think it would be better to 
add ‘‘ and testimony.”’ 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. lTaccept the modification. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Secretary, 
announcing that he had, on the 3d instant, ap- 
proved and signed the joint resolution to extend 
an existing contract to carry the mail in Alabama. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—INDIGENT INSANE. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, | believe that 
to-day was specially assigned for the considera- 
tion of the bill returned by the President with his 
objections. I hope that it will be taken up, and 
disposed of as soon as possible. 

Mr. WALKER. I believe there is a prior 
special order, which I, for one, shall insist upon 
being taken up. 


The PRESIDENT. The bill referred to by 


| the Senate, in reference to the disposition of the 


the Senator from Calffornia is not a special order; | 


but its consideration was postponed until to-day. 

Mr. WALKER. 
to its consideration now, and insist on taking up 
the special order—the homestead bill. 

Mr. FOOT. 
pected, after the Senate had gone through the or- 
dinary morning business, to call up the message 
of the President, containing his objections to the 
bill making a grant of the public lands to the sev- 
eral States of the Union for the benefit of indigent 


I desire to remark that I had ex- 


| 


insane persons, which was postponed until this | 


morning. But upon inquiry of several Senators 
who desire to be heard upon this question, some 


upon the one side and some upon the other, | 


learn that they are not ready or disposed to go on | 


with the debate upon it this morning. 

If, however, there is any Senator who desires 
to address the Senate on that question this morn- 
ing, certainly it is my desire that he shall have the 
Opportunity, and that the bill shall be taken up 
for that purpose. But I have been unable, my- 
self, to learn of any Senator who desires, at this 
time, to be heard upon it. Certainly, it is not my 


purpose to address the Senate upon the subject, if || 


at all, until the close of the debate. Unless some 
intimation of the sort alluded to be given by some 
Senator expressing a desire to proceed with the 
discussion of that question this morning, I take 


it, of course, that it will not be pressed for con- 
sideration. 


Mr. GWIN. 
necessity for discussion about that bill. I think 
wecan vote on it very soon. The question will 
come up in a more enlarged form on the discussion 


of the homestead bill, and the graduation bill, and || 


the substitute offered for both by the Senator from 
Virginia, (Mr. Hounter.] They will afford basis 


public lands. I hope that this message of the 
President will be taken up,and the bill voted upon 
now. It isonly one branch ot an extended system 
of measures before the Senate; and | think wecan 
vote upon this. There is not a member of this 
body, in my opinion, who is not ready to vote 
upon it. I hope that it will be taken up, and dis- 
posed of to-day. If thereis nobody ready to speak, 
{ doubt not weare all ready to vote. 1 hope there 
will be no objection to taking up the message, and 
voting upon the bill which the President has 
returned to us with his objections. 

The motion of Mr. Gwin was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill is before 
Senate for reconsideration. 

Mr.GWIN. 1 ask for the yeas and nays upon 


Mr. BADGER. The Constitution requires 
that the question shall be taken by yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly; it must be 
taken by yeas and nays. The question is, shall 
the bill pass, the President’s veto to the contrary 
notwithstanding ? 

Mr. STUART. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of the question until Thursday. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the Senator will say 
a week from next Monday. 

Mr.STUART. I will take any day which the 
Senate wish 

Mr. PETTIT, and others. 
day 

The motion to postpone until Thursday was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I now move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Mon- 
day next. This isa question of very great im- 
portance, and we should, if possible, have a full 
Senate here during our action upon it I wish to 
say a few words upon the message myself before 
I vote upon it, and lam not prepared to do it 
now. I think it is due to the Senate, to the Pres- 
ident, and to the country, that the message should 
be maturely considered. 1 therefore move that 
it be postponed until Monday next. If that 
should be any interference with the Senator from 
Michigan, the day can be given to him. I have 
no objection to that. IJ will then be willing to 
take it up, discuss it, and vote upon it, without 
laying it down again; but I think a great deal of 
allowance ought to be made for Senators, as the 
veto message has only been laid upon our tables 
this morning. 

Mr. HUNTER. Isuggest to the Senator from 
North Carolina whether it would not do to post- 

| pone it until Wednesday, so that we might take 


the 


it 


Take the vote to- 


|| up the Indian appropriation bill to-day and to- 
Then I object to proceeding 


morrow, and dispose of it. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam perfectly willing to con- 
sult the wishes of the Senate, and to say Wednes- 
day next. 

Mr. GWIN. If we postpone it at all, I hope 

| it will be until Monday next, so that we can do 
something in the intervening time besides acting 
on the Indian appropriation bill. I hope we may 

| have time enough to dispose of another bill, and 

therefore I desire the Senator to adhere to his ori- 
| ginal motion. We have just voted down a motion 

| to postpone until Thursday next, and now the 
motion is to postpone until Wednesday. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 should like to get a day to 
suit the Senate, and I named Monday at first, and 

| afterwards altered it. I am willing to do almost 
anything for the sake of compromise. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to say that the Senate has 
already decided to take up the subject on which I 
| desire to address the body, and hear me on Mon- 

day next. An hour and a half on Monday will 


|| be all that [ shall desire. 


I do not see why there is any | 


| 


| Mr. BADGER. Then I say to-morrow week. 

| The PRESIDENT. The Senator from North 

| Carolina moves to postpone the consideration of 
the subject_until to-morrow week. 

Mr. BUMLER. | hope that will not be done. 

If we postpone it until to-morrow week, another 

| movement will be made togive precedence to some 

favorite measure having a majority of the body in 

its favor. I think it but respectful to the Pres- 

ident, [ think it is due to him, and to the subject, 

| that we should proceed to discuss and dispose at 

once of the bill which, it seems to me, is before 


| If the honorable Senator from North Carolina will 
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measure, [ am sure that he could be prepared on 
the next day after to-morrow. I can see no occa- 
sion for this long postponement, and | wish to 
vote upon the measure. The bill has come back, 
and it is now upon your table; and it seems to me 
that itis one which directly addresses itself to the 
Senate now. | would not, however, require any 
gentleman to go on if he says he is not prepared. 
i wish to submit some remarks myself upon the 
subject, and especially dol wish to vote upon the 
bill. It may be that if it is postponed unt! Mon- 
day, I shall not have an opportunity to give a 
vote. Lam perfectly willing to postpone for an- 
other day its consideration, but beyond that I can 
see no occasion for postponing it. 

Mr. BADGER. §Itis inconceivable to me how 
the immediate reconsideration of the bill which 
has been returned to us can be urged upon the 
ground that respect to the President requires it. 
Now, Mr. President, we have had the printed 
copies of the President’s message only just laid 
upon our tables this morning. It is sent here for 
our consideration; the bill is to be reconsidered in 
connection with the President’s objections, and 
these objections ought to be met. Those of us 
who may not agree with the President ought to 
have an opportunity, and it is respectful to him, 
to examine these objections carefully, and see how 
far they are supported by the past history and 
opinions of the eminent statesmen of the Republic, 
It is due to us and to him that we should thus be 
enabled to investigate the grounds of his objec- 
tions. The President’s message places us in the 
position of having voted for an unconstitutional 
measure, and we should, therefore, certainly have 
an opportunity to give a full consideration to his 
reasons for objecting to it. However, sir, | have no 
sort of objection to any day that may suit the 
Senate. | yielded, in the first place, to Monday, 
on the suggestion of the Senator from California, 
and I varied it to Tuesday at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Michigan. The matter rests with 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
postponement of the consideration of the subject 
until to-morrow week. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I was one of those who 
thought we should proceed to the consideration of 
this billat asearly a period as practicable; but when 
a Senator rises in his place upon this flour, and 
desires time for consideration that he may prepare 
for the debate, that alters the case entirely. If 
have never known an application of the sort re- 
jected. It is always given to a Senator in such a 
case. The honorable Senator from North Caro- 
lina says that he desires to submit some remarks 
to the Senate, and he desires a little longer time 
to prepare himself. There are other Senators 
who also desire to speak on the subject. This 
being the case,I think the consideration of the 
subject ought to be postponed. While I am for 
proceeding with the consideration of the message 
with all reasonable dispatch, | cannot agree to 
deny any Senator ample opportunity to prepare 
himself. Itis a highly important subject, and I 
shall be extremely happy to hear the argument of 
the Senator of North Carolina upon it. I trust, 
sir, that we will not withhold that mark of respect 
which is due to the Senator and to all Senators. 
We should hear their reasons, though | admit 
that we should not oversiaugh it for other pur- 
poses. Sir, | maintain that we are considering 
the subject, and are paying all due respect to 
the President, when Senators are preparing them- 
selves to discuss the message. I shall now vote 
for the longest time—Tuesday week. I see noth- 
ing unreasonable in that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from 
North Carolina distinetly to indicate, in the first in- 
stance, until suggestions came from other sources, 
that he was perfectly prepared to go on un Mon- 
day next, or the day after to-morrow; and I have 
no doubt, from the consideration which he has 
given to the subject, and the consideration which 
he can give it within the next two days, with his 
promptness and with his habitual manner of de- 
liberation upon matters of this kind, the Senator 
would give the subject as full a consideration the 
day after to-morrow as he would two months 
from this time. I would not deny to him, or 
to any Senator who asks it, anything like a 
courtesy; but I may be permitted to say to the 





|| honorable Senator from Delaware, that, in some 
enough for all the speeches that may be made in || say that he is not prepared now to discuss the |) measure, my views upon this subject are influenced 
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by the suggestion made by him the other day; for 


L understood from him that he thought usage and - 


propriety required that we should at onee, as far 
as Senators could do so with propriety, go into the 
consideration of the message; and now I under- 
stand, upon the eauggestion, not of the Senator 
from North Carolina, but—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to say that the idea which I expressed was that 
when the message came in we should proceed to 
the consideration of it; not, as I said, in hot haste, 
but that we should consider ourselves obliged to 
go into the consideration of it with reasonable 
dispatch; and | submit to my friend from South 
Carolina whether there is anything now unrea- 
sonable in postponing the question when a Sena- 
tor on this floor announces that he desires time to 
prepare himself to address the Senate upon it? I 
repeat, that while he and other Senators are actu- 
ally studying the subject and preparing themselves 
to address the Senate, the Senate is considering 
the subject all the time, and we should yield to 
them what they now ask. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to say one word in 
reply to my friend from South Carolina. I could, 
as he says, go on on Wednesday, but I should 
not have that opportunity for preparation which I 
desire. That is what I meant to intimate. 

‘The motion to postpone the consideration of the 
subject until Tuesday week was lost, by a vote on 
a division—ayes 19, noes 22. 

Mr. DAWSON. Now postpone it until Wed- 
nesday. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is now on 
yostponing the consideration of the subject until 
Wednesda é 

Mr. DODGE. 1 trust that that motion will be 
agreed to by common consent. The Senator 
from North Carolina is the last Senator to whom 
I would denya courtesy. He has announced that 
he wishes some time to prepare himself to address 
the Senate. Courtesy, then, I think, requires that 
we should give him that time, which think is 
reasonable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will yield to my friend from 
North Carolina as muchas to any other gentleman. 
if he wishes to speak, and is prepared to speak 
on Wednesday, he can go on. If I have any- 
thing to say, | would as soon say it on that day 


as on any other, though | would prefer to hear | 


what others have to say first. 1 know that there 
are others who are perfectly prepared to speak on 
the subject; so that, so far as regards that, my 
friend from North Carolina, if he desires, can 


have the opportunity to speak then, or he can post- | 
pone his remarks for eight or ten days. If he is | 
not then prepared, perhaps some other Senator | 


can then speak. ; 
The motion to postpone until Wednesday was 
agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. WALKER. That will be taking up that 
bill out of its order on the Calendar, because the 
homestead bill is the first special order; and I feel 
bound to insist upon the consideration of that 
special order. 

Mr.GWIN. A majority of the Senate, I sup- 
pose, ean determine upon the order of busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia moves to postpone all prior orders for the 
purpose of taking up for consideration the Pacific 
railroad bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that the Senate will 
take up the Indian appropriation bill, and let us 
finish ut. Wednesday next has been fixed for 
the reconsideration of the bill which has been 
vetoed. It is impossible that we can dispose 


either of the homestead bill or of the Pacific rail- || 


road bill by that time, but I believe we can dis- 
pee of the Indian appropriation bill. 
Senate will take it up. 

Mr. GWIN. 


whether there is any prospect of getting through 


with the Indian appropriation bill to-morrow? I. 


have no doubt that thereare to be four or five days’ 
debate on that bill yet; and this other measure 


presents amuch more important question, and de- | 
serves some consideration, | hope that the motion | 
which I have made will prevail. The Indian ap- | 


| the motion of the Senator from California. 


| session it seems to pass by 


propriation bill is not pressing for immediate ac- 
tion. 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator from California 
is correct, that the Indian appropriation bill will 
consume the whole of two days, it certainly must 
follow that the Pacific railroad bill will consume a 
rreat deal more than that; and inasmuch asl hold 
the consideration of the homestead bill paramount 
to either of them, or both of them, 1 shall vote 
against each proposition. If hisargument is true, 
I will vote against proceeding to the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill, or of the Pacific 
railroad bill, and will vote to take up the first spe- 
cial order, which is the homestead bill. 

Now, Mr. President, | think the homestead 
bill has been scarcely fairly treated by the Senate. 
It was the first bill which was madea special order 
for consideration a long time ago, and it has been 
postponed from time to time to suit the conveni- 
ence of one thing and another until it has almost 
become an habitual motion, asa matter of course, 
to postpone it. lam perfectly willing, so far as 1 
can by my action, to consult the wishes and con- 
venience of every Senator who desires to address 
the Senate upon any topic; but if it is a mere 
question between measures, while [ desire to sus- 
tain both these propositions, so far as I can, I hold 
the homestead bill paramount to both of them for 
the present. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall vote to give precedence 
to the homestead bill overall others; and my prin- 
cipal reason for doing so is, that I conceive it to 
be intimately connected in principle with the bill 
which has been vetoed by the President; and while 
weare considering the one, we are necessarily con- 
sidering the other. All the main principles in- 
volved in the one bill are involved in the other. 
You cannot discuss the homestead bill without 


discussing the principles involved in the veto mes- | 


sage. Nor can you discuss the veto message 
without discussing the principles involved in the 
homestead bill. Every argument which gentle- 
men have employed this morning to show that 
we ought to take up the veto message at once goes 
to convince me that we ought to take up the home- 
stead bill. It is not so much that we shall con- 
sider the message itself as that we shall consider 
the principles involved in the message, the princi- 
ples put forth in it; and if the principles involved 
in the message shall be sustained by the Senate, 


then, as a matter of course, the homestead bill | 


must go bythe board. If those principles are not 
sustained, we may yet pass the homestead bill. 
My respect for the President, among other things, 


induces me tosay that I shall prefer the taking up | 


of the homestead bill to all other things; and 
while considering that, we may consider the prin- 
ciples laid down in the message of the President. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose the question will 
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getting at it. I agree with those whoare in favor 
of it, that now is the time to bring it forward, and 
I may be allowed to express the regret that I fee! 
in common with many others, at the loss whic}, 
this country experiences in the absence of the 
eminent statesman from Massachusetts. If he 
were here this day, he would be as warm an adyo. 
cate of this bill as any other person upon this floor 
He would be one of those who would strongly 
urge the consideration of this bill—its consider. 
ation as one of the utmost importance. 

In regard to the veto message, | am desirous of 
voting upon the reconsideration of that bill; but | 
concur fully with others, that there is no disrespec, 
in postponing it for a few days, forthe purpose of 
giving Senators an opportunity of preparing them. 
selves for its consideration. I have no question 
about the veto; none at all. I voted against the bij 
from the commencement. As to the reasoning of the 
veto message, I have not yet been able to form ay 
opinion upon it. I have not read it. I understand 
it has been laid upon our tables only this morning, 
1 am not, therefore, prepared to say anything upon 
the reasons that are given for the veto; but, so far 


| as respects the measure, I fully support and ap. 


be taken on the propositions in the order in which | 


they are made. 
called for? 

The PRESIDENT. They have not. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will vote 
down the proposition made by the Senator from 
California, aud take up the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. GWIN. If my proposition is voted down, 
the homestead bill should come up of course. 
Every Senator knows that [ am in favor of the 
homestead bill, but I regard the Pacific railroad bill 
as one of greatimportance, and [ have it especially 
committed to my charge. I do not think there is 
any necessary conflict between the friends of the 
Pacific railroad and the friends of the homestead 
bill. Some of the best friends of the one are the 


Have the yeas and nays been 


friends of the other. I have not been instrumental 
. . 1} 
in postponing the homestead bill on any occasion. | 


| Lam very anxious that there should be action upon 


it. I intreduced a homestead bill into the Senate 
at a very early day in the session, and desire to 
have action upon the subject. But the Pacific 


|| railroad bill has also been pending fr@m an early 
I hope the || 


day, and I am very anxious to get it acted upon. || 


|| | ask for the yeas and nays upon my motion. 
, I appeal to the chairman of the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs, [Mr. SepastTian,] 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


prove of the veto, and am ready to vote upon it, 
Under the circumstances, however, | shall now 
vote for taking up the homestead bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I shall vote for taking up the 
Pacific railroad bill, for this reason: I find thatthe 
Senator from Michigan, and the Senator from 
California, and other Senators, who have this 
morning entered into a vindication of the home- 
stead bill, say that that bill does not come within 
the principle of the veto. If it does not, then, of 
course, it would be up for discussion, and perhaps 
a very wide discussion. If it does come within 
the principle laid down by the veto, as | observed 
the other day, there can be no necessity for dis- 
cussing that measure until we discuss the veto; 
and, if the veto shall be sustained by the majority 
of this body, of course, if the homestead bill is 
within its principle, it would go down; but, as it 
does not, in the opinion of gentlemen 

Mr. CASS. If the Senator will allow me, I 
have not expressed any opinion as to whether it 
comes within the veto or not. I have not read 
the veto message, and therefore cannot say 
whether it comes within itor not. I cannot pass 
any opinion upon the principles contained in it; 
butso far as the application of the veto to the bill 
making a grant of public lands to the lunatic asy- 
lums is concerned, I think I ean support it. 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘The other Senators made no 
explanation of that kind; and | had thought that, 
if the veto did cover the homestead bill, it was 
an unnecessary consumption of time on the part 
of the Senate to discuss that measure too. 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend from Georgia 
will allow me, I think the only way to settle that 
difficulty would be to pass the homestead bill, and 
then send it to the President, and see whether he 
will apply the same reasoning to it. 

Mr. DAWSON, Of course, as the Senator 
from Mississippi believes, that the homestead bill 
falls within the principles of the veto, he would 
not consume the time of the country by discussing 
that bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I may vote for the bill. If | 
should vote against it, it will certainly not be on 
constitutional ground. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then, as the Senators have 


|| expressed their opinion as to this bill eoming 


within the principles of the veto message, ! shal! 


| vote for the motion of the honorable Senator from 


California. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 0? 
Mr. Gwiy’s motion, resulted—yeas 13, nays 24— 


|| as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Brodhead, Dawson, Gwin, James, 
Morton, Norris, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Toucey, Weller, and Williams—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Brown, Butler, Cass, 


| Chase, Clay, Clayton, Dodge of lowa, Evans, Fish, Fit2- 


patrick, Foot, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, 
Pearce, Pettit, Stuart, Sumner, Toombs, Wade, 


\| Walker—24. 


Mr. CASS. I shall be compelled to vote against | 


Ihave 


voted at all times to bring his measure on; but I | 
think that under the circumstances the homestead | 


| bill is the most important. I therefore shall prefer, 
| as far as my vote goes, to bring thatup. We have 


attempted it session after = Session after 


| 


| 
} 
: 
Senate without our || motion? 


So the motion was lost. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 
Mr. WALKER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the homestead bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvuart a 
the chair.) That is the first special order. 
Mr. HUNTER. Does it come up without & 
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The PRESIDING "he ( 
inion that it does, unless a motion is made 
postpone it 

Mr. HUNTER. 


ecial order until to-morrow week. 


OFFICER. The Chair is 
of oO} 


to 


I move to postpone that 
“Mr. BROWN. ; 
that | hope such a motion will not prevail. 
homestead bill has been postponed from day 
to day, from time to time, until it seems to me 
that the Senate does not mean to act upon itatall. 
| respectfully appeal to honorable gentlemen if 
this is treating with fairness a bill to which the 
country certainly looks with some degree of inter- 
est? If weintend to defeat the bill, let us come up 
to it and defeat it like men, and not kill it by post- 
noning it, first for a week, then for two weeks, 
i! en for three weeks, and thas get clear of it under 
various pretexts. This is no measure that is sud- 
denly sprung upon us. It has been before Con- 
cress, in some shape, for the last ten or fifteen 
years, and we cannot disguise from ourselves, if we 
would, that a very large portion of the American 
people take avery deep interest in it, and they are 
looking with very great anxiety to the action of 
the Senate upon the question, seeing that the bill 
has twice passed the House, and now only needs 
the ratification of the Senate to become a law. 
They will expect us to act upon it in some way; 
and | know of no better time than now to come 
square up and meet the question responaibly. 
Either pass the bill or reject it, and let the coun- 
try know where we stand. Iam as well prepared 
now as I shall be at any other time either to ex- 
press my views orto give a vote upon it. The 
anxiety which prevails ail around manifests to us 
in no mistakable terms that gentlemen are pre- 
pared to vote or speak upon it. 1 would not pre- 
cipitate a final vote upon it until gentlemen have 
expressed their views. But why postpone it? 
The Senator from Virginia assigns no reason for 
doing so. If this were the first application to post- 
pone it, | would say, very well; let it be post- 
poned. But it is neither the first, second, nor 
third application. Every time it comes up, there 
is something more important than it in the way. 
] want the bill acted upon, and [ want a final vote 
of the Senate upon it,so that we may either pass 
it, or reject it; and I shall steadfastly, from this 
time forward, vote against postponing it, unless 
there should be some sufficient reason assigned 
why it should be postponed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The honorable Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. ee made a statement 
from which it may be inferred that gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber do not think that the 
homestead bill fails within the principle and the 
reasoning of the veto. For one, sir, I think it 
does fall within that reasoning, and is liable to the 
objections stated by the President in his veto. 
Admitting that there is a difference of opinion on 
this point, it is obviously proper that we should 
consider both measures at the sametime. There- 
fore, | will vote for the postponement. If a por- 
tion of the reasoning in the veto message is good 
against the insane bill, it is also good against the 
homestead bill; therefore, | think that the discus- 
sion in regard to our land system, which we must 
have, and for which gentlemen are preparing them- 
selves, had better be all at once on the veto mes- 
sage; and { shall therefore vote for the postpone- 
ment, 

Mr.GWIN. I hope that the homestead bill 
will be taken up. I think there isa great deal of 
profession in favor of that measure in this body 
without much practice, and I call for the yeas and 
nays upon the postponement. Itis well known 
that the motion to postpone is made for the pur- 
pose of bringing up the Indian appropriation bill, 
& measure that is not pressing. It may be passed 
two months hence, and that will be time enough 
for the public service. Every individual who 
votes for the postponement I shall look upon as 
an enemy to the homestead bill, and as being in 
direct opposition to the consideration of that ques- 
tion. I want to know whether or not we are 
going to consider it. If the homestead bill has as 


I beg leave respectfully to say 


The | 


many friends as there are professions in this bod, | 


we can pass the House bill as it came to us; 
and I intend to vote for it in that form, and against 
every amendment. I do not believe it comes 


within the veto message sent to us by the Presi- | 


ent. It is an entirely different measure, and, 
whether it is or not, I shall vote on the measure 
as my judgment dictates. 


| 
| 


Now, Mr. President, | hope the homestead bil! 
will be taken up, and | hope thatan adroit minority 
cannot defeat two great measures—the Pacific raii- 
road and the homestead bills—by fighting one 
against the other. I hope that the triends of these 
two bills will not haveany collision. 1 know that 
there is a majority of the body in favor of each; 
and now | amin favor of taking up the homestead 
bill, and considering it. If a majority are in favor 
of it, the Senatecan pass it. If not, the sooner we 
know it the better. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from California 
hopes the friends of these bills will not come in 
collision with each other. I am not at present 
among that number; but my honorable friend 
from California—and | never use the term friend 
consciously without feeling it sincerely—says that 
a great many professions of friendship are made 
in this body for the homestead bill. His remarks 
convey an implication of condemnation, of cen- 
sure, and worse, of suspicion of the sincerity of 
Senators, and their declarations in regard to this 
measure. ‘That is the construction which his 
language bears. 

Mr.GWIN. Thatis not the impression which 
I wanted toconvey. | said this, that if the home- 
stead bill had as many friends on this floor as we 
had seen public professions for it, we can take it 
up, and we can pass it; and if we do not take it 
up, Certainly there is more strength in profession 
than in practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Exactly. Still the declara- 
tion of the gentleman goes to the country convey- 
ing the idea as I have embodied it; and that idea 
bears with it unquestionably a reflection upon the 
sincerity and truthfulness of gentlemen upon this 
floor in their declarations—not with an intention 


| or will to do so offensively, | grant and know; 


but the reports, when they are made, must show 
that to be the only rational conclusion to be drawn 
from his remarks. 

The Senator says, further, that he is opposed to 
this kind of delay any longer. He is not willing 
to permit an adroit minority any longer to defeat 
the bill. What is an adroit minority, taken in 
connection with his remarks? An insincere body 
of men, inferior in number and in strength, at- 
tempting, by parliamentary maneuvers, to control 
and destroy the action of the deliberative body of 
which they are members. I appeal to every gen- 
tleman upon this floor if this is not the manifest 
construction that will be put upon his language? 

Mr. GWIN. I spoke of an adroit minority 
fighting one measure against another, and fighting 
with skill, fighting the Pacific railroad and the 
homestead bill against each other—and I think 
that, if by a vote to postpone, the minority can 


| postpone this bill and get up such a collision, they 


would be exceedingly adroit. That is the amount 
of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Sir, whenever I am for a 
measure I shall contend for itstrongly, and when- 
ever | am opposed to it it is my right to resist it 
by all the legitimate and authorized rules that are 
made to secure just and wise legislation. I sup- 
pose that to be the feeling and the will of every 
man who is a member of this body. It is such, 


so far, at least, as I am concerned; and if it is not 


with every one, then the dissenting member has 


rights here which he either does not understand 


| or does not choose to exercise. 


|; next w 


Now, sir, to pass from that—there is a good 
deal of assumption here, I think, in regard to the 
homestead bill, upon the partof its especial advo- 
cates; at this moment a good deal of arrogation, 
if | may use that word—-a good deal of arroga- 
ting to themselves as the particular friends of the 
measure, and as to the rights of this particular 
bill; and my honorable friend again, (for 1 have 

et another, I think,) from Mississippi, [Mr. 

ROWN,]| says that you do not deal fairly by it, 
but’yo stpone it to-day and to-morrow, and 
, and the week after, and will postpone 
it to death, and thus it has been always, whilst 
all that remains to be done is a vote of the Senate 
to take it up, and a vote to pass it, and the signa- 
ture of the President, and then it will become a 
law. Well, sir, it never had much more to do at 
the outset. [Laughter.] A vote in the House of 
Representatives constitutes the residue of any 
legislative action. 

But, sir, what right has my honorable friend to 
complain so bitterly at extraordinary delay, and 
to introduce the last week, and another week, and 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the week before, and the declaration 


1125 
that he 
does not know how long it will continue to be 
celayed, or by whom or what? By fairness? Oh, 
no. It is all unfair to the country. This isa 
matter about which there is a vast deal of interest, 
forsooth. It is a matter, forsooth, which must 
override everything else. Sir, is there nothing 
else of interest before this body but the homestead 
bill? Sir, the Indian appropriation bill is a measure 
that is called for, to be passed in the regular prog- 
ress of the business of this Government. The 
day is near at hand when that call becomes im- 
perative. Our treaty obligations are suffering, our 
treaty stipulations must be fulfilled, and our guar- 
antees to the Indians already call for the passage 
of this bill. ‘ 

There is no question about this. Then, here 
is the President’s veto, alleged to involve many of 
the same questions which are involved in the 
homestead bill. Those gentlemen who wish to 
discuss these several matters, and others of equally 
great importance, may just as wellecry out against 
the extraordinary delay, and declaim against the 
adroitness used in defeating their judgment, and 
their wishes in matters that they consider of equal 
or much greater importance. All this talk about 
the peculiar claims on the part of the homestead 
bill to a prompt, and, if needs be, a prolonged 
consideration in preference to everything else, is 
mere stuff, and is the veriest stuff so far as it goes 
to the establishment of any supremacy for the 
homestead bill to the right of immediate consider- 
ation over every and all other measures befvre 
this body. 

There are not only the measures I have enum- 
erated now depending before this body; there is 
also the measure which the Senator from Califor- 
nia has himself in charge; and, by the way, I 
never was before aware that that gentleman was 
an advocate, so very strenuous and impatient, for 
the homestead bill. 

Mr. GWIN. I introduced it at a very early 
day of the session. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let the honor of it, then, be 
to him. Il have no objection. Now, sir, in re- 
gard to the homestead bill, | was for it myself 
sincerely. I supported it, and have supported it 
for several years; but in the present phase of 
things, I am not prepared to go on with it at all, 
orto say that I will support it. Because, if it 
was forced upon me to-day, I should vote against 
it. Why? Because just at this time it is tinc- 
tured, to a degree, from its inevitable effects, and 
under the peculiar circumstances, so strongly 
with abolitionism, that | cannot, for one, bring 
myself, as a representative on this.floor from the 
South, for one moment to think of permitting it 
to pass this body, and become aelaw. Why? 
Very succinctly to state it, there is evidence p@pa- 
ble each day that this bill is being pressed through 
with unusual anxiety, and as if for lifeand death. 
The bill has been six or eight years in Congress, 
and a large part of this anxiety is unquestionably 
new-born. 

Here are the facts as I findthem. The Gov- 
ernment is extinquishing titles to lands that lie west 
of Missouri and lowa. When the rights of the 
Indians are extinguished, and they are removed, 

| all that country becomes open to settlement, and 
the people will remove into it with or without an 
organised government. Yetit is a fact that the 
Missouri restriction exists there at this time, and 
that our southern people cannot go there for that 
reason, even if they desired to do so. If you 
pass the homestead bill in the face of these facts, 
you bid a premium to all the balance of the world 
to fill up and settle that country, only excluding 
my constituency. If then you reject or delay the 
passage of the territorial bills for two or three 
years, you settle the ae involved in those 
territorial bills practically, and by a law which has 
a higher force than the enactment of the Wilmot 
proviso itself. : 

In regard to what I shall constitute adroitness 
and fairness, | must say, that to delay the territo- 
rial bills for some years, but at the same time and 
in hot haste, to enact the homestead law, would 

| exhibitextraordinary adroitness, and prove a most 

| detestable specimen of fairness. 

| | do not consider, or believe, that any man 

| who is from the South, can conscientiously come 

| forward and support that measure; at least, until 

| the Kansas and Nebraska bills shall have been 
passed, and the whole country shall have be- 
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come open to settlement by the whole people of 
the United States. Am I right, or aml wrong? 
You are wrong, may say the man who wishes to 
exclude every southerner; but you are right, I 
think would say every candid man, if you shall 
ever wish to go to those Territories on equal terms 
under the laws of your country. This is a very 
adroit way by which we may be excluded from 
these Territories. Not that all, or many, of the 
old advocates of the homestead bill have in view 
such a result as this—by no means; but there are 
many of its present advocates that rejoice in the 
bill for this very feature; and if those advocates 
shall secure ite passage now, and can success- 
fully resist the territorial bills, even by adroitness 
and unfairness, which itis openly proclaimed will 
and shall be used, so as to defeat, or at any rate 
to delay, the same for two or three years, they 
will, practically and effectually; and they feel 
and know it, have effected their great and most 
highly cherished object. It is absurd, and | 
think it even piuful, to ask any member of this 
Congress who represents a southern constituency 
to do a thing like this. I do not think it even 
conveys a consideration of passing respect for his 
intelligence or his honesty to his own people, to 
attempt to argue him toa step like this. Now, 
sir, if gentlemen wish to give their votes on the 
homestead bill so anxiously, and that purely with 
n desire Lo give homes to the homeless, and not with 
a wish to use the measure as a political engine, let 
them bear with this thing with a little patience, and 
allow us to know what 1s to be the course of events 
affecting our rights in collateral matters. And | 
ask that gentlemen will not get up, and assume at 
once that itis adroitness (by which I ever under- 
stand that there is something of concealment) that 
is going to do this thing; or get up and assume | 
that the bill has rights of precedence in this body 
which no other bill can have in comparison with 
it. I have presented, I think, but a fair view of 
the matter, a view which certainly will not be 
classed among the movements adroit. The bill 
has no right here better or greater than any other 
bill whatever; and I shall simply cast my vote in 
reference to it, and to collateral matters in accord- | 
ance with my own judgment of my duty to my 
own people. 

Mr. GWIN. The argument of the Senator 
from Arkansas in contrasting the homestead with 
the Nebraska bill seems to me to be adroit, and | 
use the term with perfect respect to him. I want | 
it understood in advance, that I intend to press 
the homestead bill in every parliamentary manner | 
that I can, from this time forward. Lintendtodo 
it with perfect respect to every member of this 
body; and with the determination, so far as I am | 
cerned, to pass the bill. Now, sir, the Senator 
has made an appeal to the whole southern Sena- 
tors against this measure, because, he says, until | 
the Nebraska bill shall be passed, the inhabitants | 
of the southern States will have none of the privi- 
leges of settlement in the Nebraska Territory, 
under the homestead bill. If the Senator had only | 
read the homestead bill, he would have ascertained | 
one important fact that knocks his argument in | 
the head. The homestead bill applies to no other | 
lands than those that are subject to sale at private 
entry. Now thereis not one foot of land surveyed 
in Nebraska or Kansas; nor will there be for many 
years to come. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There was not a foot sur- 
veyed in California, and yet the State settled 
up. | 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, the State of Cal- 
ifornia has had the privilege of preémption onun | 
surveyed lands extended to her citizens. The 
homestead bill applies only to public lands sub- 
ject to sale at private entry. Those are the words 
of the bill. We all know that to be the language 
of the bill. We know there is not a foot of land 
surveyed in Nebraska or Kansas, and there is no 
prospect, for years to come, of any of the lands 
there being subject to sale at private entry; and, 
therefore, they are not open to the provisions of 
the homestead bill. 

Now, in regard tothe consideration of this bill, 
in reference to other questions, I do not think it 
oughtto havea bearing upon the Senate. Leet it be 
examined on its merits. [fit is a proper bill to — 
let us pass it. If there be a majority of the body | 
in favor of it, let that majority take itup. If there 

be a majority in favor of passing the House bill, 
of course we can pass it, and we willdoso. If } 
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| over any other measure. 


thére be a majority in favor of a substitute, of 
course that substitute will be properly considered | 


and passed. All that I ask is, that it may come 
up, and be acted upon either favorably or other- 
wise. I shall submit to the will of the Senate. 
Mr. MALLORY. 
honorable Senator from California is entirely cor- 
rect in the assumption that those who vote against 
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Mr. President, I think the 


taking up the homestead bi)! are opposed toit; and | 


I will vote against taking up the bill for that very 
reason. 


We had an intimation a few days ago, | 


that the presidential veto had afforded us the best | 
opportunity which has occurred of late years, for | 
discussing our entire policy with reference to the | 


public lands; and it is intimated that we are to 
have that discussion. I, for one, am unwilling to 
have it indirectly, when we may have it directly. 
If we take up the homestead bill, 1 see not when 
we are to reach that discussion. 
ident, | cannot recognize the idea that this bill 
possesses any peculiar claim to the consideration 
of the Senate above all other bills now before us. 
Why, sir, an entire review of your judiciary sys- 
tem, demanded by every portion of this country, 
and every man in it, has been had by the Judici- 
ary Committee, and their bill was made the special 
order for last Monday, butit has not yet been con- 
sidered. Has the homestead bill any peculiar 


And, Mr. Pres- | 


claims Over that judiciary question, when your | 


Supreme Court judges, under the existing system, 


are worked to death, and with all their powers | 
strained, are unable to attend to the wants of the | 


country ? 


While [am up, sir, I will say that there is a | 


prospect before us of getting a wise and judicious 

bill for the graduation of the price of the public 

lands. ‘There are lands in my State, which have 
) ’ 


been in the market ever since they were first sur- | 


veyed, which will not now bring twelve and a 
half cents per acre; still those Jands are held up 


at the Government price without the remotest | 
chance of settlement, a dead weight to the pros- | 


perity of the State; and I shall cheerfully vote at | 


any time to give preference to any of these grad- 
uation bills, whether they come from the House, 
or are introduced here, before the homestead bill 
is taken up. 


Mr. RUSK. I will vote against taking up the 


homestead bill now; but protest against the rule | 


laid down that the friends of it must rally, take it 


up at any time and at all times, whether there be | 


any other business before the Senate or not. I 
stand, perhaps, ina different position from others. 
Ido not like to force a good thing on others, 
whether they will or not, before they have had 
time to consider it; but I shall vote, for a very 
substanual reason, against taking up that bill this 
morning. Ido not want to be misunderstood. | 
am in favor of the principle of a homestead bill. 
| have not examined the one which is before us 
thoroughly, to see whether it commends itself to 
my judgment. But, at the same time, we have 
the Indian appropriation bill before us. It is 
partly concluded. We have gone on with it for 
some time; and if we take up an entirely new 
subject, what we have done upon the Indian ap- 
propriation bill will pass as having been done for 
almost nothing. 

The manner in which we have usually passed 
the general appropriation bills is familiar to every 
member of the Senate. Nearly all of them have 
been thrown into the last nights of the session, 
and the result has been that they have always 
passed defectively. Then, what is the first thing 
that comes up, upon the assembling of a new ses- 
sion of Congress here? 


And what is the reason of that? It is because 


there has not been sufficient consideration given | 


to the annual appropriation bills. The Indian 
appropriatian bill is now here before us in time; 
wecan act upon it. It will take buta or two 
longer to complete it. The principal "Part of it 
has been done, and we can soon finish it. 1 think 
it is a bill that demands our attention. However 
friendly | may be to the homestead bill, I think 
there is ample justification for me when I vote to 
give to the Indian appropriation bill the preference 
I believe that that bill 
contains provisions for Indians in my State, as 
well as for some in California; and within a few 
days the mail has brought us the intelligence of a 
murder having been committed within less than 
twenty miles of a city of Texas, containing eight 
thousand inhabitants. 


It is a deficiency bill. || 











| express themselves upon it. 


| which the homestead bill rests. : 
| on what ground they pretend, or say,—I will not 


| subject. ssa 
/some extent, upon the constitutionality of the 
"homestead bill, according to the principles of the 
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Mr. GWIN. I will ask the Senator from 


Texas if a dollar of the money appropriated } 





| that bill can be used until the first of July, if th, 


bill should pass to-morrow? 

Mr. RUSK. I will answer that by statine 
what I believe. If you take up the homesteag 
bill, if you take up the Pacific railroad bill, and 
the President’s veto, and discuss them, that jj! 
will not be reached until the first of July; but ie 
soon as it is disposed of then there is a rival a 
very formidable rival to these other measures, ont 
of their way. We have gone half way throush 
with it, and I shall vote to take it up and proceed 
with it, until we get through with it. I do it 
against a favorite measure of mine, I stand, ag 
I said before, in perhaps a different position from 
others. My State cannot be affected by the pro- 
visions of the homestead bill. 1 do not avow my 
hostility to that bill. I have no particular inter. 
est to press it before any other buviness; but | am 
willing to give it a fair opportunity. I feel favor. 
ably disposed towards the principle of it; but it 
seems to me that as we have the Indian appro- 
priation bill before us, we ought to get clear of 
it,as it is matter of importance to carry it through, 
It is necessary to carry out treaty stipulations, 
It is a matter of importance, so far as my State is 
concerned, because the action taken under it, as 
soon as it passes, will, in my judgment, give us 
peace on the frontier. 

Mr. BELL. If the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Finance (Mr. Hunter] will state 
to the Senate that it is important that the Indian 
appropriation bill should be passed immediately, 
1 will vote against the proposition to take up the 


| homestead bill. But unless that be the fact, unless 


it be all-important to the public interests that it be 
taken up immediately, | shall vote to take up the 
homestead bill. I have deliberated somewhat in 
my own mind whether, under the circumstances, 
it is the proper time to take up that bill; but I con- 
fess, from what I have heard from honorable 
members this morning, that I cannot repress my 
curiosity to hear what Senators will say upon the 
homestead bill. One of the most experienced 
Senatorsin the body this morning announced that, 
although he concurred with the President in the 
doctrines of the veto message on the bill granting 
lands for the benefit of the indigent insane, yet he 
has no idea that the principle of that veto applies 
to the homestead bill. 

I wish to have the subject taken up, so that 
honorable Senators may have the opportunity to 
I wish to hear their 
views for my own benefitand instruction. I wish 


| to know what is the new process of reasoning, or 


what are the new inventions in regard to the con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States, 
which have got hold of the minds of honorable 
Senators, by which they are enabled to discrim- 
inate between the principle of the veto message as 
applicable to the bill granting Jands for the indi- 
gent insane, and as applicable to the ground on 
I wish to know 


use the word pretend, because they are, no doubt, 
honest,—that one is constitutional, and the other 
clearly not. ; 

I think that, upon another ground, there is a 
propriety in taking up the homestead bill, unless 
it be important that the [Indian appropriation bill 
should be passed immediately. Necessarily the 
arguments applicable to the veto message will be 
urged, particularly by those gentlemen who are 
opposed to the homestead bill, against that till. 
It will be, in effect, taking up this morning the 
consideration of the doctrines involved in that veto 
message; and it will be taking them up in a way 


|| which, I think, will be advantageous to the Senate 


and to the country. We cannot proceed to the 
consideration of those questions too soon. Many 
Senators cannot—lI know that [ cannot, for one— 
receive light and information too early upon the 
Discussion will necessarily go on, to 


veto message; and, in effect, it will be taking up 
the veto message this morning. We want all the 
light on that subject that we can get. I did design, 
myself, to say something upon the veto message 
at the proper time. I confess that the most de- 


sirable preparatory step with me would be, to hear 
the arguments of honorable, distinguished, and 
able Senators, who may attempt to discriminate, 
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the principles of that message, between the | 
bills—who shall attempt to show that the | 
‘vent insane bill is unconstitutional, and the 


anu 


two 


ind! ¢ . 
mestead bill constitutional. ‘Therefore, unless 


che honorable Senator from Virginia will say that 
a nsiders it of great public importance that the 
jndian appropriation bill should be passed im- | 
mediately, | shall vote to take up the homestead 


” he HUNTER. I think the Indian appropri- 
ation bill ought to be acted upon now. It ought 
to be passed immediately. There are appropria- 

ns in it to which provisoes are attached, which 
all »w the Secretary of the Interior to expend the 
money during the present fiscal year; for instance, 


il 


the following item ts contained in the bill: 


‘Fer the expense of making presents of agricultural 
implements to the bands of Pueblo Indians, in the Territory 
ot New Mexico, $10,000: Provided, That the Secretary of 
nterior may, if, in his diseretion, the public interests 
require it, be authorized to use any part of the appropria- | 
nous herein made for making treaties in Oregon, Washing 
». Utah, and New Mexico, and for holding councils at 
Fort Benton prior to the comimencement of the next fiscal 
ur.” 
Here is another item: 


«“ For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
Washington ‘Tertitory, for six months, ending June 30, 
R54, $9,000.” 

There are others of the same character. They 
were introduced under the apprehension that the 
deficiency bill might be very Jate in passing the 
House of Representatives, or that it mightso hap- 
nen that it would not pass atall. In view of all 
the diticulties which attend that measure, some 
of the most indispensable provisions were tntro- 
duced into the [ndtan bill, and to these provisions 
was attached a proviso giving authority to the 
Secretary of the Interior to expend any portion of 
them during the present fiscal year. I| think, 
therefore, that itis a matter of importance. Be- 
sides, we Know that that bill is to be returned to 
ine House of Representatives with a great many 
amendments attached to it by the Senate, and we 
know it will be subject to many delays there. | 
believe the experience of the Government has 
shown that the appropriation bills ought to be 
called, taken up, and acted on earlier, and with 
more promptitude, than we have heretofore shown 
in regard to them. 

For all these reasons, it is my opinion that the 
Indian bill ought to be taken up and acted on. I 
do not know how long it may take. I do not 
know all that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
may have to offer by way of amendment; but I do 
hope that we shall dispose of it during to-day and 
tu-morrow; at any rate we ought to make what 
progress we can in order to get rid of it as soon as 
we can. 

Mr. GWIN. The chairman of the Committee 
on Finance has, within a very short time, reported 
adeficiency bill; and he crowded that bill with 
items for deficiencies for the Indian department. 
Now, it seems, he has come up with another 
deficiency bill for the Indian department. Sir, I 
think there should be but one deficiency bill during 
asession. We have acted upon that. We have 
sent itto the House, and there it is likely to remain 
fora good while. We have already put amend- 
ments on the Indian bill that will be very apt to 
make it a law about the day on which we adjourn. 
I fear we shall find that the general appropriation 
bills will be passed at this session as heretofore— 
about the day of adjournment; let that be sooner 
or later. We know there is no pressing necessity 
for action on the bill now; forif we act on it now, 
itmay be delayed in the House for a month or 
two, or three, or four, or five months; and prob- 
ably on the day of adjournment we shall pass it 
like all other appropriation bills. There is no 
necessity for acting upon it now. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I fear we spend 
too much time in discussing questions as to the 
mere priority of business, instead of deliberating 
upon the measures beforeus themselves. Wehave 
postponed until W ednesday nextthe consideration 
of a bill that has been returned by the President 
with his veto. Jt is a bill, with that message, in- 
volving more of importance to the legislation of 
the country, and to the perpetuity of our institu- 
tions, than any other measure pending before 
Congress. It involves also the question or ques- 
tions which are embraced in other bills, and 
among others the homestead bill. 

Now, sir Iam unwilling, for one, to go into the | 


| the bill which it accompanies. 


discussion of the homestead bill until we shall 
have considered the message of the President and 
I prefer as a mem- 
ber of this body, to go on now with the Indian 
appropriation bill,in which we havealready made 
great progress, and dispose of it, if posstble, be- 
tween this and Wednesday. If we cannot do 
that, | hope that the Senate will go to the discus- 
sion of the constitutional questions thatare brought 
up here, and will dispose of them before they take 
up this bill or any other. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been reminded that I 
have been remiss in my duty, in not indicating, 
at least, the propriety of taking up the bill re- 
ported by the Judiciary Commitee; but, | am 
aware, Mr. President, from my experience in this 
body, and the temper which I have seen mani- 
fested in it, that it would be a very futile task 
upon my part to offer to take it up; for it does not 
depend—I assert it here upon my responsibility 
as a Senator—upon the relative merits of the bills, 
as to which shall take precedence. The honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] has 
said that it is a matter of urgent necessity to take 
up the homestead bill. Why, sir, we have owned 
some of these lands, at least, and they have been 
surveyed, for fifty years, and we have done all 
that time without this homestead bill; and we 
could do without it for many yearsto come Sir, 
I say it is not the urgency, itis not the merit of 
the measure, that gives tt its importance in this 
body. 

1 would willingly have called up the judiciary 
bill. I might very well call if up, for Ll think it 
has more merits than any of the measures indi- 
cated, so far as it regards immediate action upon it, 
with the exception, perhaps, of the appropriation 
bill. IT will say to the honorable Senator from 
lennessee that | am no parliamentary tactician; 
but | think | may assume to myself this much ot 
parliamentary tactics, to say that the taking up of 
this homestead bill will be but making a masked 
battery, from which gentlemen intend to assail the 
veto of the President. If they intend to meet the 
doctrines involved in that veto message, let them 
do it fairly, and let the Senate have the authority 
of the vote; but if you take up the homestead 
bill, is it not obvious to the whole Senate that, 
through the discussion of it the veto message will 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


be assailed, and that that message will not have | 


what may be calleda fair parliamentary chance 
in this body? 

I think we ought to take up the bill indicated by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance; for 
if we take up the homestead bill, is it not obvious 
to all the members of the body that it will be 
under consideration on Wednesday; and the gen- 
tleman will say that being under consideration it 
ought not to be set aside for the purpose of taking 
up the veto message? That will be the result. If 
{ were to urge it upon my friend from Virginia 
now to press that the measure which is under con- 
sideration ought to have a preference, they would 
say that would be no guideforthem. But if they 
had the homestead bill under consideration, by 
force of votes they would give it the preference. 
There is a good deal in the force of votes; and if 
gentlemen get the homestead bill under considera- 
tion, and the majority of the body are in favor of 
it, they will give it the preference over all other 
measures, and the measure which is set apart for 
W ednesday next will not be taken up. 


Mr. BROWN. Suppose it should not, no | 


harm will be done. 


Mr. BUTLER. Yeu have urged it, as I under- | 


stand, as one of the requirements for the immedi- | 


ate consideration of the homestead bill, that it is 
looked upon with great interest throughout the 
country, and that, therefore, it ought to pass now; 
yet we have been fifty years without such a 
system. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘That is no reason why we 
should not now do right. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is very urgent now, we are 
told, when no such system has ever been in oper- 
ation, | believe, in this country, and, so far as my 
vote goes, never shall be. 
question now under consideration. Gentlemen 
say itisurgent. They know the appropriation 
bill is more urgent. But | have said that the pur- 
pose in taking up the homestead bill, is with a view 
to make it a masked battery from which to assault 
the doctrines in the veto message. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, what- 


But that is beyond the | 


i} 


1127 
ever motives may be ascribed to other Senators, or 
whatever intimations may be thrown out as to the 
views and purposes of some who may wish to 
use the homestead bill as ‘*a masked battery,” 
from which to assail the President, I am sure 
does not apply to me, nor do I believe it is so in- 
tended. 1 am sure that was directed at Senators 
who occupy a very different, and much more dis- 
tinguished position im this body and in the coun- 
try, than L do; for Senators having different polit- 


7 


ical views from those | entertain; and for others 
who stand im a peculiar relation to the bill which 
has been returned tous from the President. AsI 
stated on a previous occasion, | believe that the 
President has done right in vetoing the indigent 


insane bill. For that, sir, | am prepared to sus- 


tain him; but, sir, at the same time, | am a friend 
of the homestead bill, and | am so whether the 
President is or not. I shall therefore vote to take 
it up en all occasions, and to urge it to its final 
passage. Whether it will be vetoed or not, is, 
however, a matter which I am not called upon to 
decide. Let the President speak for himself. I 
am in favor of passing the homestead bill to-day, 
and thus affording to the President the opportu- 
nity of exercising his constitutional authority, 
either to veto ora ‘prove it to-morrow, as he m ly 
think proper. He has his duty to discharge as 
Chief Magistrate of the United States. He acts 
under the solemnity of his oath, and has his duties 
and obligations to perform as to him shall seem 
proper. | act under mine. Each Senator does 
the same, and decides, as far as his veto (vote) 


can do, the constitutionality ar d ex pedien Vy of 


all the measures which come before us. Why, 
then, should we condemn, or find fault with, the 
President, for doing the same thi 

Mr. Vresident, as a general thing, lam usually 
for sustaining my friend from Virgini [Mr. Hun- 
TER} tn | ressing the appropriation bills, because I 
Lhink a prelerence should generally be given to 
them. I would now do so over any other than 
the homestead bill. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, | think, but discharges his duty by insisting 
on the special order,and | am for sustaining him. 
[voted against the proposition of the Senator 
from California, because | preferred the homestead 
bill. 

I regretted to hear my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jounson] announce to-day his intention to 
vote against the homestead bill, giving as a rea- 
son therefor that there was a tinge of abolitionism 
about that bill which had driven him from its sup- 
port. I regretted it the more, because that Sen- 
ator had heretofore voted for the bill in the other 
House, and was, as I thought, its champion. 
Now, sir, | am one of those who have seen with 
the deepest regret the attempt to connect this mat- 
ter of disposing of the public lands with the qies- 
tion of slavery in any of its shapes or forms. The 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Apams,] who is 
not now here, when discussing the homestead bill 
upon a previous occasion, referred to the burning 
in effigy of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. Dove- 
Las] by the miserable fanatics in Chicago and 
other portions of the country; and he did me the 
honor to refer to me and to intimate that because 
of my position on the side of the Senator from 
Illinois on the Nebraska question, that I might 
receive like treatment at the hands of some of these 


people, to whom I referred in kindly terms as the, 


countrymen of Montgomery, and Lafayette, and 
others. 

Sir, as a friend of the South, a supporter of the 
Constitution, and an advocate for the performance 
of each and every duty which one State owes to 
another under the provisions of that sacred instru- 
ment, there are few things which I so much deplore 
as that the South, the minority section of the Union, 
should engage in a war against that foreign born 
population, of whom, in the days of Jefferson, 
and of the alien and sedition laws, and since, they 
were the friends and supporters. Such, too, was 
of Jackson and the founders of the Democratic 
party generally. I am ae to see those mant- 
festations of discontent to which | have referred. 
1 fear it will make enemies of those who had else 
been friends. I intended to say to my friend 
from Mississippi that if the Senator from Illinois 
has been burnt in effigy by some smal! squads of 
foreigners, let it be remembered that they were 
excited to it by Abolition fanatics, upon ex parle 
misrepresentations of facts. For one, so far as 


the burning in effigy is concerned, | attach no 
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importance to it. It is a manifestation of spite |} has been delayed for many along year, as my 
and ill-will, with which many of the most meritori- | 


ous and distinguished public men of our country 
have been visited, and not by foreigners, but by 
their own countrymen. Washington was burnt 
in effigy for his approvalof Jay’s treaty, in many 
portions of the United States. Tyler, for his 
veto on the Bank of the United States, was burnt 
in effigy. He was even insulted in the White 
House for withholding his assent, as the Presi- 
dentof the United States, to the establishment of 
the fifty millions of dollars monster bank, to coi! 
around and destroy the liberties of the country. 
No exhibitions of this sort should ever have the 
least influence in determining the course of a 
public man, much less to influence his vote upon 
a great question of public poli y: 

But, sir, my friend from Arkansas intimates that 
there is a desire on the part of one section to get 
tie advantage over the other. | know that he 
did not intend that for me; because, Mr. Presi 
dent, as you know, 1 am one of those who were, 
and am, willing to open Kansas and Nebraska 
‘l'erritories to the citizens of all the States of this 
Union, to go there with all the property which 
they own, of every kind; and if the institutions 
under which f live, and to which [am attached, 
cannot triumph inthe ettlement of those Territo 
ries, and in shaping their domestic institutions, 
over thoee of my friend’s State and others, | am 
lecision, and believe the mi- 
nority oughtto be. ‘The people, the Constitution, 
and the judiciary- it is strange to me that any 
republican should think of shrinking from such 
tribunals as these 


wiiling to abide the ¢ 


Mr. President, in regard to the various bills 
which are before us, L apprehend that the fact is 
this: If a bill has a majority of friends in this 
body, they will take it up and pass it; and if its 
friends are in a minority, it will be voted down. 
Now the question of adherence to the special order 
is made, | am most anxious it should succeed. | 
was willing to proceed to consider and to vote upon 
the President’s message to-day; but, as an act of 
courtesy, we have extended the time over to Wed- 
nesday, and the Senator from North Carolina 
{|Mr. Bapcer]} has the floor upon it. If for no 
other reason, [ think we should proceed to con- 
sider the homestead bill in deference to that large 
and triumphant majority by which it has been 
twice passed by the other House—by the people’s 
Representatives, 

Mr. WELLER. This discussion has now 
extended almostto the usual hour of adjournment. 
It is not the first time on which I have seen the 
whole day consumed in discussing the question 
whether we should do anything or not. We 
have been engaged the whole of this day in dis- 
cugsing the question of the priority of business, 
which is simply a question whether we shall do 
anything. I have voted from the beginning, in 
favor of proceeding at once to the consideration of 
the Executive message. I have given that vote 
because that message involves principles which, 
in my judgment, are directly involved in other 
questions upon which the Senate are called to act. 
I shall be compelled to vote to-day against the 


motion made by my friend from Wisconsin, be- | 


cause I see in advance that the whole question of 
the power of this Government over the public 
lands must be discussed either upon the bill, or 
upon the Executive message. In my judgment, 
sir, the time has arrived when this Government 
ought to settle, in some definite, decided manner, 
what power does exist in the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government over the public domain. 
‘There are many Senators upon this floor who 
claim that the power of the Federal Government 
is unlimited in the disposition of the public do- 
main. There are others again, who say that the 
same restrictions and the same limitations that 
are imposed by the Constitution upon the dispo- 
sition of the public money apply, in like manner, 
to the disposition of the public land. 

Now, Mr. President, this question must be fully 
met. In my judgment, there are principles as- 
serted as sound constitutional law by the Presi- 
dent, in his veto message, which, if carried out, 
must operate inevitably to defeat the homestead 
bill. I belong to that class of Senators who read 
that veto message in such a way as to deny tothe 
Federal Government the power to donate the 
public lands in the manner prescribed in that bill. 
Why not, therefore, suffer this question, which 
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friend from South Carolina bas said, and of which 
delay the peaple have not complained, to be post- 
poned unul we can have a full, fair, and ample 
discussion of the principles which are involved in 
Its passage and in the veto message? There must 
be a general discussion; and 1| infinitely prefer 
that that discussion shali be had upon the veto 
message rather than upon the homestead bill. 
So far as that billis concerned, if | am compelled 
to vote against. it, it will be because | feel an 
oblivation to sustain the Constitution of the United 
States. So faras its appeal to my feelings is con- 
cerned, to give to every man a portion of the 
public domain, | would be disposed to yield my 
assent. | know thatit is the interest of the coun- 
try to have as many land owners as possible; and 
if | had the power, under the Constitution, | would 
give every man an interest in the soil, by making 
him a land-holder. He would then feel that he 
was a part of the sovereignty of the country; and 
he would feel that attachment to his home, which, 
ina state of war, would make this country irre- 
sistible 

But, before I can vote for any measure, no mat- 
ter how much benefit it may confer upon indi- 
viduals, | am compelled to look to the power of 
attorney under which Lact. ‘The power of attorney 
limits the duties which I have to perform here. If 
L believe that it is in contravention of the Consti- 
tution, no matter how beneficialiy it might operate 
upon every portion of the community, 1 shall be 
cumpelled to withho:d my assent. 

But f did not rise for the purpose of discussion, 
but to appeal to the Senate now to vote upon the 
question whether they will proceed to the consid- 
eralion of the homestead bill,or whether they will 
take up the bill indicated by my friend from Vir- 
gina? ‘The usual hour of adjournment has arrived. 
We have all seen how difficult it is to keep Sen- 
ntors here when the time of dinner arrives; and | 
apprehend it would be almost impossible to keep 
the Senate in session more than ten or fifteen 
minutes lonver. Now, if the Senate will take a 


| vote, | will regard it as a great personal favor. 


{ Laughter. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia will not think itany violation of the cour- 
tesy to himself which he asks, if | seize this oppor- 
tunity to say, that this is about the hundred and 
fiftieth time that the propriety has been demonstra- 
ted of the amendment which I have endeavored to 
induce the Senate, on several occasions, to adopt 
to their rule, namely: that questions in regard 
to the priority of business be decided without 
debate. As the Senator from California has said, 
we have spent the whole day in determining 
whether we will do anything, and we have got to 
that point when we shall probably decide not to 
do anything at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the consideration of the subject 
to Tuesday week. On that question the yeas and 
nays have been demanded. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HUNTER. I said Tuesday week because 
I supposed that if we took up the Indian appro- 
priauon bill, we should not get through with it 
until to-morrow. Then,on Wednesday the veto 
comes up, so that | supposed we could not con- 
sider that question before to-morrow week. 

Mr. BROWN. And I beg leave to add, the 
balance of the session and something else. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, 
Brodhead, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, Dixon, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Foot, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mallory, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Thomp 
son of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, and Williams 


—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Brown, Cass, Chase, 
Dedge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Gain, James, 
Jones of Lowa, Pettit, Stuart, Sumner, Wade, and Walker 
—15. 

So the motion to postpone until to-morrow week 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the considération of the Indian appropri- 
ation bill. ‘ 

Mr. PETTIT. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


ee 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, _ 
Monpay, May 8, 1854. 


The House met at twelve o’clock 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved 


Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 
_ The SPEAKER stated the business regular] 
in order to be the call of States for resolutions, 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the Tules 


be suspended, and that the House resolve ites 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state o¢ 
the Union, avowing my purpose, if the Hoys, 
shall go into committee, to take such action if 
sustained by a majority of the committee, Pee is 
requisite to lay aside the business in order, that we 
may reach the bills for the organization of the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas. ef 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from, 
[llinois allow me to propound a question ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I haye 
made the motion. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman who 
has made the motion will withdraw it, to enable 
me to make an inguiry. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to any irrevula; 
debate. ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Why did not the gentle. 

| man object to the statement being made by the 
gentleman from Illinois ? 
~ The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from JI\j- 
nois was permitted to make a statement after his 
motion was submitted, and now I desire to pro- 
pound a question, in order that we may have in- 
formation as to the proposed plan of action. That 
is all | wish to accomplish. I wish to know 
whether the gentleman intends, when we go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to set aside or postpone the consideration 
of the deficiency bill, which, as we all know, isa 
measure of very great importance 

[Cries of ** Order!”’ ‘* Order !”’] 

Mr. CUTTING. This matter may as well be 
disposed of at once. Why should there be delay? 

Mr. WHEELER. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Illinois to allow me to present the petition of 
several hundred citizens of the city of New York, 
against the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object. The gentleman 
can present it under the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. Would not the gentleman 
object to that also, if it were in his power? 

Mr. HAMILTON: No, sir; I would not. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It is important 
that there should be a full Flouse to act upon the 
motion of the gentleman from [llinois. I move 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | ask for the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

Mr. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state 
that yesterday evening I paired off with my friend 
Mr. Powe tu, of Virginia, of all collateral ques- 
tions relating to Nebraska and Kansas. Hes 
in favor of a repeal of the Missouri compromise 
act, while | am opposed to it. 

Mr. DRUM. I have been requested to state 
by one of my colleagues, Mr. Jones, of Berks 
county, that he and another of my colleagues, Mr. 
Hiester, of Lancaster county, have paired off on 
the Nebraska- Kansas bill. : 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Mr. Speaker, I have paired 
off with Judge Casxte, of Virginia, until to-morrow 
evening, on matters relating to Nebraska. The 
Hon. Messrs. Aprteton and Arxew have also 
paired off with each other. It has been arranged 
between Mr. Arken and myself that we shall 
both vote until Mr. Casxre’s return, that we may 
thus put ourselves on the record, and the result 
is the same as it would be if we both abstained 
from voting. This arrangement was suggested to 
Judge Casxte and approved by him before he left. 

The question was then taken on ordering a call 
of the Sieaaas and it was decided in the affirmative 
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—yeas 165, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Banks, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Benson, Benton, 
Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Bugg, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chrisman, Clark, 

| Clingman, Colquitt, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Crocker, Cul- 
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» Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, 
Ie in, Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Ed 
ron, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, 
Er jish, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler, Florence, 
franklin, Gamble, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, Green, 
Greenwood, Grow, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Harri- 
a Hendricks, Hibbard, Hulyer, Houston, Howe, Hunt, 
It versoll, Johnson, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, 
K vtredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Latham, Lilly, Lyon, Mae- 


vald, McDougall, MeNair, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, | 


jon‘vell, May, Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
ith Miller, Millson, Murray, Noble, Norton, Olds, An 

ow Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Penning- 
ak Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, 
puryear, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, 
Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sew- 
ard, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Simmons, Singleton, Skel- 
ton Gerrit Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
enodwrass, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
He stor L. Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, John 
|. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, 
Tweed, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Wal 

ker, Walley, Walsh, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel} 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, 
and Z licotfer—165. 

VAY S— Messrs. Cobb, Drum, Dunbar, Edmundson, Ha 
ven, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, Letcher, McCulloch, 
Meacham, and Thurston—11, 

So it was ordered that there should bea call of 


the House. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I would state, Mr. 
Speaker, with the consent of the House, that Mr. 
Hut, of Kentucky, is confined to his room by 
sickness, and that, at his request, | have paired 
him off with Mr. Hamtan, of Ohio, on all votes 
in reference to the Nebraska-Kansas bill. 

Mr. HENN. With the permission of the House 
I would state an excuse for the absence of my 
colleague, [Mr. Coox.] 

TheSPEAKER. The time has not yet arrived 
during which it is proper to submit excuses. 

Mr. HENN. I only wish to state that my 
colleague [Mr. Cook] has been suddenly called 
home by the death of his only daughter. 

{Here a message wasreceived from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dicxins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary, notifying the House that that body had 
passed sundry bills and amended sundry bills of 
the House, and requesting its concurrence in said 
bills and amendments. 

The list of the absentees was then called, and 
five more gentlemen answered to their names— 
making 197. 

The following is the list of the absentees: 

Messrs. Appleton, Bissell, Bliss, Caskie, Chase, Chastain, 
Cook, Dent, De Witt, Ewing, Faulker, Fuller, Grey, Aaron 
Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hies- 
ter, Hill, J. Glancy Jones, Lindley, McMullin, McQueen, 
Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Pringle, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rowe, Shannon, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Westbrook, 
and Yates. 

The SPEAKER then directed the doors to be 
closed. 

The officers of the House having executed the 
order, and the doors having been closed, the Clerk 
proceeded to call the list of the absentees, for the 
purpose of allowing excuses to be maile. 

WittiamM APPLETON. 

Mr. WALLEY. Mr. Appretron has been 
called home by severe sickness in his family. I 
move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

WituaM A. Bissext. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Colonel 
Bisseix, is confined to his room by indisposition. 
He had hoped to be present to-day, butis not able 
tobe here. I move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

George Buss. 

_ Mr. GREEN. Judge Briss is in ill health, and 
is absent from the city by the advice of his phy- 
sician. I will state, however, that he has paired 
off, on the Nebraska bill, with Mr. Ewine, of 
Kentucky. I move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Samver CarvurHers. 

_ Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. Mr. Carvrners 
is absent from the city, having been called home 
on urgent business. He has paired off with Mr. 
Cuase, of New York, especially on the Nebraska 
question. 1 move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Joun S. Casxre. 

Mr. BOCOCK. My colleague, Judge Casxie, 
has been called home by some interesting family 
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arrangement requiring his atiention. He has 


health; and I presume that he is not yet recovered, | 


| do so; but as he is not present, | move that he be | 
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wife is in delicate health, that may have something 
to do with his stay. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Isaac E. Hresrer. 

Mr. MIDDLESWARTH. My colleague has 
been called home in consequence of having some 
very important business to attend to; but | under- 
stand that he has paired off with Mr. J. Guancy 
Jones, of Pennsylvania. I move that he be ex- 
cused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Criemenr S. Hut. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Hive 
has been confined for some time to his room. I 
understand, besides, that he has paired off with 
Mr. Hartan, of Ohio. I move that he be ex- 
cused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


paired off with Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut, on 
the Nebraska question. I move that he be ex- 
cused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Greorce W. Cuase. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Cuase is detained at 
home by sickness in his family. I move that he 
be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Exvvan W. Cuasrar. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. Cuasrarn is absent, 
having paired off with Mr. Morrison, of New 
Hampshire. I move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Joun P. Cook. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Imove that J. Giancy Jones. 


Mr. Cook be excused. He has been called home | Mr.WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
by the death of one of his children and the sick- | my colleague, Mr. Jones, has paired off with Mr. 
ness of another. / Hresrer, as has been already stated, on all ques- 

The question was put; and the motion was || tions appertaining to the Nebraska bill. I there- 
agreed to. fore move that he be excused. 


~Wixiiam B. W. Dent. : The question was put; and the motion was 
Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. Dent left the city in |) agreed to. 


consequence of indisposition, and is now detained James J. Linvtey. 
at home in consequence of serious illness. 1 move This name was twice called, but there was no 
that he be excused. excuse offered. 
The question was put; and the motion was Fayette McMutun. 
agreed to. Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
ALEXANDER De Wirt. Mr. McMu tt, is absent from the city. He 
Mr. BANKS. Mr. De Wirt is absent from || has paired off with some person; but I at present 
the city, having been detained by serious illness, | do not recollect who. 
but is expected here in a few days. I move that A Memper. With Mr. Nicno ts, of Ohio. 
Mr. De Wirt be excused. Mr. LETCHER. Yes; he has paired off with 
The question was taken; and the motion was || Mr. Nicuots, of Ohio; and | therefore move that 
agreed to. || he be excused. 


Pres.ey Ewine. | The question was put; and the motion was 
Mr. PRESTON. I understand that my col- || agreed to. 


league, Mr. Ewinea, has gone home to Kentucky Joun McQueen. 

on account of illness, and that he has paired off Mr. Kerrr. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
with Mr. Briss, of Ohio. I move that he be ex- || McQueen is detained at home by indisposition 
cused. in his family. I move that he be excused. 


The motion was agreed to. The question was put; and the motion was 
Cuar.es J. FauLKNER. agreed to. 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Fautkner is detained Epwin B. Morean. 


at home by business of very great importance, Mr. MATTESON. Mr. Speaker, my col- 
and cannot with propriety be here. I move that || league, Mr. Morcan, was called home by the 
he be excused. || death of his child. I move that he be excused. 


The motion was agreed to. || The question was put; and the motion was 
Tuomas J. D. Fucver. || acreed to 
agreed to. 


Mr. MACDONALD. My colleague is out of || “Georce W. Morrison. 


the city. I move that arte: excused. | Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. Speaker, my col- 
The ewes ae ees | league, Mr. Morrison, has been called home by 
sen Epwarps Grey. professional business. Having paired off on the 


Mr. oe I oad _this errs oa Mr. Nebraska question with Mr. Cuasrtarn, of Geor- 
Grey is absent from this city, and that he went gia, | move that he be excused. 


to New York a few days ago. I presume thathe | [he question was put; and the motion was 
has gone there upon special and important busi- || .,,.6d to 

ss, as he has always been prompt in his attend- || © - 
oe y i P || Marrutitas H. Nicnons. 


ance here. “Nh 
>ECKINRIDG bi Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
t ee = neces tg | with a Mr. Nicuo ts, has been called home from sickness 
Sanaanay | helena y || in his family. He has paired off on the Nebraska 


Mr. COX. I do not know that he has. ; pes 
— . question with Mr. McMuuuin, of Virginia. I 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I understand thathe eae es eo Boge » 


has paired off with Mr. Prinere, of New York. | ; 

Mr. COX. 1 move that he be excused. ie a was put; and the motion was 

The motion was agreed to. >, 

AARON HARLAN. Tuomas Ritcuey. ‘ 

Mr. CORWIN. Mr. Hartawn has been called Mr. GREEN. I would state, Mr. Speaker, that 
home in consequence of the indisposition of his || ™Y colleague, Mr. vas ue neene from the 
wife, and important business. He told me that || ©!tY. I move that he be oe : 
he had made arrangements to pair off with Mr. || ‘The question was put; and the motion was 
Hirt, of Kentucky. I move that he be excused. || agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. Pautus Powe Lt. 

Anprew J. Haran. Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 

Mr.MACE. My colleague, Mr. Hartan, left || Mr. Powe t, has been called to Richmond, last 
the city a few weeks ago, in consequence of bad || evening, to assist my friend, Mr. Casxtie, in the 

|| family arrangement which I have spoken of. He 


1 move that he be excused. is in favor of the Nebraska bill, and has peired 





or he would be here. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Wuery P. Harris. 
Mr. WRIGHT. My colleague is confined to || excused. 
his room by sickness. He intimated to me this || The question was put; and the motion was 
morning that he would be here if he was able to || agreed to. 
t Bensamin PrinGie. 
Mr. SAGE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Princue, has been called home in consequence of 
Georce Hastines. a death in his family. 1 understand, however, 
Mr. FENTON. Mr. Hastines left herea few || that he has made arrangements with Mr. Grer, 
days ago, ip consequence of important profes- || of Kentucky, to pair off on the Nebraska bill. 1 
As I understand that his || move that he be excused. 


off on all questions connected with it with Mr. 


| Mace, of Indiana. I move that my colleague be 


excused. — 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The question was put; and the motion was 


agreed to. 

Peter Rowe. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
TY understand that my colleague, Mr. Rowe, is 
detained in the cily of New York by Important 
business, and that he will shortly resume bers seat 
an the bLiouse { move that he be excused. 

The quesuon was put; and the motion was 
arreed to. 

Witson SHANNON. 

Mr. SAPP. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Suannon, has been called home on important busi- 
i move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Avevusrus R. Sourers. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 


Mr. Sourers, has been detained from the sittings 


nessa 


of this House for a long time by sickness. He is | 


now athome. I move that he be excused. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Freperick P. Stanton. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 
my brother has been called home some few days 
ago by important private business. He expected 
to have been here to-day; but | presume he has 
been detained on the road. He has paired off 
with a gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Yates. | 
move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Tueonornic R. Westsrook. 

Mr. DEAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
W estprook, is detained at home by professional 
business. Il move that he be excused. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Ricnarp Yates. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I move that my colleague, Mr. Yares, be ex- 
cused. He has been called home by important 
business for a few days. I understand he has 
paired off with Mr. Stanton, of Tennessee. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed lo. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
of the absentees have all 


As the names 
been called over and 


disposed of, | move that all further proceedings | 


under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed tu. 

|A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Sipney 
Wessrer, Esq., bis Private Secretary, informing 
the House that he had signed certain bills.} 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that the rules be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would inquire of the Chair 
if the consideration of the deficiency bill will not 
be the first business in order if the House resolve 
to go into committee? 


[Cries of **Question!”’ ‘ Question!’’] 


Mr. MILLSON. AslI believe the deficiency 


bill will be the first in order, I shall vote to go 
into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 object to all debate. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order, 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 109, nays 88; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Abercrombie, Aiken, James ©. Allen, | 


Wiis Allen, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 


Bridges, Brooks, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, || 


Cobb, Colquitt, Cox, Craige, Cumming, John G. Davis, | 
Dawson, Disney, Dowdell, Danbar, Dunham, Eddy, Ed- | 
mundson, John M. Elliott, English, Florence, Goode, | 


Green, Greenwood, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris. Hen- 


dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, George | 
W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kurtz, | 


Lamb, Lane, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Macdonald, 
McDougall. McNair, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Noble, Olds, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Preston, Puryear, Ready, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, 


Reward, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- | 


liasn Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Snod- 


gone Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Straub, | 


bavid Stuart, John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Van- 
sant, Walbridge, Walker, Waleh, Warren, Witte, Daniel 
B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—109. 


\ 


- NAYS—Messrs. Bali, Banks, Belcher, Bennett, Ben 
son, Benton, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chamberlain, 
Chandler, Corwin, Crocker, Cailom, Curtis, Catting, Thos, 


| 
| 


Davis, Dean, Dv k. Dickinson, Drum, Eastman, Edgerton, | 


Edmand<, Thomas D. Etiot, Eihson, Ethendge, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Frankiin, Gamble, Giddings, Good 
neh, Grow, Harrixou, Haven, Howe, Haghes, Hant, John 
son, Daniel J. Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Lindsiey, Lyon, 
M. Culloch, Macy, Matieson, Maurice, Mayall, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Murray, Norton, Audrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Prau, David 
Ritchie, Russell, Satin, Sage, Sapp, Seymour, Siminons, 
Skelton, Gerrit South, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, An- 
drew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. ‘Taylor, Thurs 
ton, Tracy, Upham, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Weut- 
worth, and Wheeler—8x. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE OF THE 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair.) 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I moveto lay aside bill 
No. 84, upon the Calendar, for the purpose of 
vrroceeding to subsequent business thereon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it in order to have that 
bill read, that we may understand what it is? If 
so, | call for the reading of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
bill. 

The bill was then read by its title, as follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the civil and 


WHOLE. 


diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
ear ending June 30, 1855. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suppose the question is, 
whether the committee will proceed to the consid- 
eration of that bill or not? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I movethat that bill be 
laid aside. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Houston] if he desires to have that bill laid 
aside? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the committee are 
willing to take one vote upon this matter of laying 
aside these bills, as a test of party strength on 
this Nebraska question. 

[Cries of ** No!” ** No!’’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I 
taken upon laying aside all bills upon the Calen- 
dar which stand before the Nebraska-Kansas 
bill. 

{Cries of ‘* Question !”’ ** Question !’’] 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the reading of the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill hasalready been 
read by its title. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to have the bill 
read through by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to 
the gentleman that when a bill is under consider- 
ation, itis in order to call for its reading in extenso, 
but when a motion is pending to lay it aside, it can 
only be read by its title. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to a question of order. 
If | remember correctly, when the House was last 
in Committee of the Whole, the comniittee had 
under consideration the deficiency bill. A reso- 
lution was adopted in the House, closing debate 
upon that bill, and thereby making it the duty of 
the committee to proceed to vote upon the amend- 
ments then pending, or such as might be after- 
wards offered to it. 

The question of order is, that that business is 
first in order, and that we must now proceed to 
execute the order of the House upon the deficiency 
bill. I ask to have the order of the House read. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Is the question 
of order debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I only wish to say, in re- 
py to the remarks of the gentleman from New 


move that one vote be | 


fork that the order to which he has referred | 
only applies to the deficiency bill when we have | 


it under consideration. The pending motion, as 
I understand it, is to postpone that bill. If we 
take it up, of course the order will apply; but it 
is not now before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that he supposes that, under the practice of the 
House, the first motion would be to lay aside the 


| deficiency bill, as that was the bill under consid- 


eration when the House was last in Committee of 
the Whole. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


I make that motion. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. HAVEN. My question of order i8, that 
the business last under consideration in the com. 
mittee should first be taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York raises the question of order, that inasmuch 


}as debate had been closed by an order of the 
if 


House upon the deficiency bill, that bill must i. 
first considered, and cannot be Jaid aside. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the a. 
tention of the Chair and of the committee that No 
43 1s the deficiency bill. 

Several Members. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. 48 upon the Calendar 
is the bill known as the civil and diplomatic by); 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I was mistaken 
I intended to move to lay aside the deficiency \)\\) 

Mr. HAVEN. Dol understand the Chai; ‘ 
sustaining my point of order? : 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. The Chair wij) 
give his decision. ‘The Chair decides that th, 
resolution of the House closing debate upon the 
deficiency bill applies to that bill when it is up for 
consideration in the committee. If that bill were 
under consideration, the point made by the gentle. 
man from New York would hold good. It wou) 
then be the duty of the committee to proceed to 
vote upon the amendments, and report it to the 
House, as the resolution directs; but the question 
is upon taking up that bill. That is the decision 
of the Chair. Does the gentleman from New York 
take an appeal? 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 know debate is not in order, 
and I do not wish to say anything to which the 
friends of the Nebraska bill would object | 
merely wish to say that I believe it is the wish of 
the committee to decide this question by a vote, 
and | therefore respectfully take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is, 
** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee?’’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that question I de- 
mand tellers. 


Mr. HAVEN. 





If it is in order, I would like 


| to hear the resolution closing debate upon the 


deficiency bill read. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on the bill of the House 
(No. 271) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 1854, shail 
cease at two o’clock p. m., on Tuesday next, (if the com 
mittee shall not sooner come to a conclusion upon the 
same;) and the committee shall then proceed to vote on 
such amendments as may be pending, or offered to the 
same, and shall then report it to the House, with such 
amendments as may have been agreed to by the committee. 


Mr. HIBBARD. In connection with that reso- 
lution | ask for the reading of the 135th rule. 

The 135th rule was read by the Clerk, and is 
as follows: 


135. In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
the bills shall be taken up and disposed of in their order on 
the Calendar; but when objection is made to the consider- 
ation of a bill, a majority of the committee shall decide, 
without debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed 
of, or laid aside: Provided, That general appropriation bills, 
and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, and 
bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to all 
other bills, at the discretion of the committee; and when 
demanded by any member, the question shall first be put m 
regard to them.” 


Mr. MACE. I havea motion to submit con- 
cerning priority of business. 

Mr. HIBBARD. The motion is not debata- 
ble. 


Mr. MACE. I know it is not debatable; but 


_I wish to submit a motion concerning priority of 


business, which it is in order for me to do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman’s motion as soon as the appeal is taken. 
Mr. MACE. But it is in connection with the 
appeal that I wish to make my motion. It is im- 
ortant that it should be made before the appeal 


| is decided. 


! 





The CHAIRMAN. The question first in order 
is the decision of the question of order. ; 

Mr. MACE. I submit that the deficiency bill 
has priority over all other business in its consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the deficiency bill is the first in order. The 
gentleman from Illinois, however, moves to lay It 
aside, and the Chair decides that the motion is in 
order. From this decision the gentleman from 
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New York has taken an appeal, which appeal the 
Chair again decides must be first decided. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is one ques- 

» whieh, | think, must take precedence of all 
these questions. I submicthat, according to the rule 
che House, when the House goes into the Com- 
vee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

ills must be called upon the Calendar, com- 
neing with the first bill on the list. There 
no unfinished business in committee. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. But it has been otherwise 
i..ded on former occasions. 

Cries of ** Question !”’} 

Vr. DISNEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object, Mr. Chairman; 
| object to all discussion. 

\ir. DISNEY. I wish merely to have the rule 
which | hold in my hand read at the Clerk’s desk, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 wish the Chatr to under- 
stand that I object. It is a mode of discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule cannot be read, 
-s the gentleman from North Carolina persists in 
his objection. 

lellers were ordered on the appeal; and Messrs. 
Van and CuurcHWELL were appointed. 

The question was then taken on the question, 
«Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
iudzment of the committee?”’ and it was decided 
in the affirmative; the tellers having reported— 
ayes 100, noes 88. 

“So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

[he question recurred on the motion to lay aside 
he deficiency bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand tellers. 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL 
and Bocock were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 103, noes 82. 

So the deficiency bill was laid aside. 

House bill No. 48 was then read by its title, as 
follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the civil and 
dplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1855. 

' Mr. RLCHARDSON. I move to lay aside bill 
No. 48. 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. WHEELER and Hamitton 
were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 103, noes 56. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the committee | 
now rise, as | think we have done a pretty good 
day’s work. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers upon that 
motion; which were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp 
and PHitties were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reporled—ayes 63, noes 96. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read the title of House bill No. 95, 


ol 


tne 


{ 


being a bill making appropriations for the support | 


of the Army for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1855. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay the bill 


aside, 
Mr. HUGHES. [rise to a question of order. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New 


York will state his question of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. It is, that there having been 
no objection to the consideration of this bill, the 
motion to lay it aside is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. By the rules of the House, 
& motion to lay aside a bill is not in order unless 
objection be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
motion to lay aside is in itself an objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I would inquire of 
the Chair, if the question upon the motion to lay 
aside the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill 
has been stated and taken? 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask for tell- 
ers upon the pending motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Packer were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers | 


The CHAIRMAN. That vote has been taken. 
1 


reported—ayes 97, noes 24. | 
i 


So the bill was laid aside. 
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The next bill on the Calendar was then reported, | Mr. EDGERTON demanded tellers; which 


as follows : 

A bill making appropriations for the transpor- 
tation of the United States mail by ocean steamers 
and otherwise during the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1855. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
aside. 

Many Voices. Tellers. 

Mr. CULLING. I hope not. I hope that no 
more time of the House will be consumed in 
taking questions by tellers. ‘There appears to be a 


decided and clear majority in favor of laying aside 
these bills. 


Mr. EDGERTON, 
order. 

Mr. FARLEY. I call for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs Lane, of 
Indiana, and SKELTON were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 101, noes 21. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The next bill in order was House bill (No. 97) 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending 3Uth June, 1855. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 move to lay aside 
that bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Green and 
Goopricu were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative; the tellers having reported 
—ayes 98, noes 21. 

So the bill was laid aside. 


I move to lay that bill 


I call the gentleman to 


Upon that motion I 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the | 


ttle of the next bill on the Calendar. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
H.R. No. 8. A bill to repeal the first proviso 
of the fourth section of tbe act entitled ** An act 
granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
| who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,’’ approved September 28, 1850. 
Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 


but what | am undertaking to say that which I | 


ought not to; but, in my opinion, the committee 
had better, by unanimous consent, for such evi- 
dently is the design of the majority, lay aside all 
of the bills on the Calendar, before the one in 
reference to the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 
sas. 

[Cries of **I object!’ ‘* Let us do it!’ “* Time 

| will be saved !”’ ag 

| Mr. HAVEN. lamas much opposed to the 
Nebraska-Kansas bill as any gentleman on this 
floor; but it is evidently the design of the commit- 
tee to lay aside all the bills on the Calendar before 
it, and we had better let it be done immediately 
and save time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside the 
bill which has just been reported. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I demand tellers on that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Parker, of 

| Indiana, and Sewarp, were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 101, noes 22. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The bill next in order on the Calendar was 
House bill (No. 9) ‘ for the relief of the purcha- 
sers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the bill be 
laid aside. 

Mr. FARLEY on that motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ritrcuie, of 
Pennsylvania, and Keirr, were appointed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to inquire whether 
a vote has been taken on setting aside the French 
spoliation bill? e 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithas not. Weare act- 
ing on the bills seriatim, and we have not yet come 

| to the French spoliation bill. 
| The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 99, noes 19. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

House bill No. 116 was then read by its title, as 
follows: J 

A bill making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for repairs of 
| barracks and quarters, forthe year ending the 30th 
| of June, 1855. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
bill. 


I move to lay aside this 


were not ordered. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Ricr- 


ARDSON’s motion; and it was decided in theafirm- 
alive. 


So the bill was laid aside. 

House bill (No. 117) was then réad by its title, 
as follows: 

A bill to provide for the ascertainment and 
satisfaction of the claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
3st day of July, 1801. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
bill. 

Mr. WASH BURN, of Maine, demanded tellers. 

Mr. MATTESON. I move that the committee 
rise. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered upon Mr. 
Matteson’s motion; and Messrs. Pratt and 
W acsu were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 45, noes 93. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
RicuHarpson,] to lay aside the French spoliation 
bill. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
lers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp and 
FLORENCE were appointed such tellers. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 99, noes 32. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The next bill in order upon the Calendar was 
then reported, as follows: 

H. R. No. 132. A bill to reduce and graduate 
the price of the public lands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside that 
bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
mouon. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dawson, and 
Jones, of New York, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 102, noes 16. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The next bill in order was House bill No. 172, 
to promote the efficiency of the Army by retiring 
disabled officers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tayior, of 
Ohio, and Litiy were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 94, noes 24. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The title of the next bill on the Calendar for 
consideration was then read, as follows: 

H. R. No. 34. A bill granting the right of way 
and a donation of land to the State of Alabama, 
in aid of the construction of the Coosa and Ten- 
nessee river railroad, in said State, leading from 
Gadsden to the Tennessee river, at or near Gun- 
ter’s Landing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that that bill be 
laid aside. 

Mr. STUART, of Ohio. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W asuBurRNe, 
of Illinois, and Bripces were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in theaffirmative, the tellers having reported—ayes 
100, noes 18. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The bill next in order on the Calendar was 
House bill (No. 1°6) further to amend the act 
entitled **An act to reduce and modify the rates of 
postage in the United States, and for other pnr- 
poses,’’ approved March 3, 1851. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that that bill 
be laid aside. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
motion. 

Tellers were not ordered, only twenty-one mem- 
bers rising. 

Joint resolution (No. 12) **to provide for the 
continuance of the work on the Washington aque- 
duct”’ was next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that that joint 
resolution he laid aside. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I move to lay aside this 


And on that I ask for tel- 


I demand tellers upon the 


I move to lay aside that 


I demand tellers on that 


Is it in order to 


|| move to amend the motion of the geatiomaa from 
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Illinois, by adding, ‘* and the next one,” 60 as to | 


lay two aside at once? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
the bills must be laid aside serialim, under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I ask for tellers on the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Ricu- 
AKDSON. | ' 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rossins, and 
Srvuart, of Ohio, were appointed. 

‘The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 96, noes 27. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

Senate resolution No. 4 was then read by its 
title, as follows: **Resolution authorizing the 
President of the United States to confer the title 
of lieutenant general by brevet for eminent ser- 
vic es.’’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
this joint resolution. 

Mr. SAGE demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Incersott and Howe were 
appointea 

Ihe question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 99, noes 47. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The Clerk reported the next bill on the Calen- 
dar, which was House bill No. 138, extending 
the provisions of the pension and bounty land 
laws now In force, so as to include surgeons who 
served in the Mexican war under contract with 
commandants of regiments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay the bill 
aside. 

Several Members. ‘Tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Riopve and 
W ave were appointed such tellers. 

‘The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
-—ayes 97, noes 22. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

The next bill in order upon the Calendar was 
then reported, as follows: 

H.R. No. 43. A bill in relation to invalid pen- 
B810na. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
aside, 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
motion, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Houston 
and MippLeswarrtu appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 94, noes 30. ‘ 

So the bill was laid aside. 

House bill No. 111 coming up next in order for 
consideration, was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill to amend the third section of an act grant- 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only twenty members 
voting therefor. 

oe question was taken; and the bill was laid 
aside. 


I move to lay aside 


I move to lay that bill 


1 demand tellers upon the 


I move to lay aside the 


Upon that motion | 


NEBRASKA-KANSAS BILL. 


House bill No. 236 coming up next in order 
upon the Calendar for consideration, was read by 
its title, as follows: 

A bill to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
aside that bill. (Laughter 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 

vill 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Was there not a motion 
made to lay the bill aside? If there was not, I 
make that motion. Now that we have gone thus 
far, I want to get at the Simon pure of the Senate. 
I move to lay aside that bill; and upon the motion | 
I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- | 
tleman from Ohio is in order. 

Mr. ORR. 
lay aside and to take up the bill. I submit that 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois was first 
made, and that the question must be first taken 
upon tt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has thus far 
entertained the motion to lay aside, and he will | 
adhere to the same course in this case. 


I move to lay 


™ to take up that 


It is equally in order to move to || 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not the slightest | 


objection to the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Its effect will be the same as mine. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Breckin- 
ripGce, and Smirn of New York, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 85, noes 105. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now before the 
committee for consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now propose the bill 
which I hold in my hand as a substitute for the 
one before the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
the bill read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to have the 
bill read. If the gentleman calls for its reading, 
it will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is a very long 
bill, and will occupy much time in its reading. I 
would suggest that it be read by sections for 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the rule is such, thatif it be called for, the bill 
must be read. 

Mr. ‘TAYLOR. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. With the permission of 
the committee, | would now briefly state the 
reasons inducing me to offer the amendment which 
I have submitted. I do not design to go further, 
at this time, than to explain as briefly as I can 
the character of the substitute which | propose. 
There are very many things, Mr. Chairman, to 
which | should like to reply. There are very 
many arguments that have been used by gentle- 
men who are opposed to this bill, the fallacy of 
which I think I could very readily expose. I do 
not propose, however, to do sonow. The reason 
why I do not propose to do so, is that [ do not 
desire to occupy the time of the committee. I de- 
sire that those friends of the measure who are 
anxious to be heard shall be heard, and when 
they are ready to vote upon this question 

Mr. COBB. Its enemies too. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Its enemies, too, though 
they have been heard pretty extensively already. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, give every one a fair chance. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When they shall have 
had an opportunity to discuss the measure, I have 
no doubt it will be their desire, at a very early 
day, to bring this question to a vote. 

The substitute which I propose, Mr. Chairman, 
is substantially the Senate bill with one material 
exception; it leaves the CLayTon amendment out. | 
The other amendments are utterly immaterial; 
they are merely verbal amendments. My substi- 
tute changes the bill io no material respect, except 
in that to which I have referred. 

The committee will excuse me if I forbear at 
this time to enter into the varied field of discussion 
to which this bill has led in this House, and at the 
other end of the Capitol. I do not desire to dis- 
cuss the bill. I desire that other members, who 
are more anxious to discuss it than Iam, shall do 
so. Isubmit the substitute with this brief expla- 
nation; and [ have now said all | desire to say. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the committee to dispense with the reading of 
the amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


Is it in order to have 


I withdraw the call for the 





Oh, no; we 


' want to hear it. 


Mr. HIBBARD. My reason for asking to 
dispense with the reading of the amendment is, 
that I desire to address the committee in favor of 
the substitute. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is it the pleasure of the 


| committee to dispense with the reading? 


[Cries of ** No!’’ ** No!’’] 

Mr. HLBBARD. I suppose that, if any one 
member asks for the reading of the substitute, it 
must be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman | 
from New Hanipshire would suggest that, when | 
the committee rise, the House can order the 
amendment to be printed, I suppose the reading 
of it would not be insisted on. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I will do that, in lieu of | 


moving to dispense with the reading of the substi- | 
tute. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When we get into | 
the House, we can then order the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois to be printed. | 


_ May § 


The CHAIRMAN. Is it the pleasure of y 
—r! to dispense with the reading of the 
bill ? ' 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I ask the Chair jf . 
dispense with the reading of the proposition «, ~ 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr, Rice. 
ARDSON,] whether we shall thereby waive the veka 
of offering amendments to it? = 

The CHAIRMAN. Notat all; it will stijj , 
open for amendments. 7 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I yng. 
stand the gentleman from New Hampshire [y, 
Hissarp] wishes to address the committee. If 
that is his desire, 1 am sure that no one of the 
enemies of the bill will throw any obstacle in };, 
way. I hope he may be now allowed to proceed 
with his remarks. 

Mr. HIBBARD rose and addressed the Con. 
mittee in favor of the Nebraska and Kansas }j) 
A report of his speech will be found in the Ap. 
pendix. 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

The floor was awarded to Mr. LYON, why 
addressed the Committee in opposition to the }jj 
His speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. INGERSOLL here obtained the floor. 

A MemsBer. Will the gentleman from Cop. 
necticut yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

[Cries of ** Go on!’’ **Go on!”? 

Mr. INGERSOLL. If the committee desire, | 
am ready to go on now. 


Mr. MAXWELL. 


I move that the committee 


rise. 
Mr. HUGHES. I call for tellers upon that 
motion. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PHi.uips and 
Norton appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 61, a further count not being demanded, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr, 
Oxps) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the bill of the House (No. 236) to 
organize the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. McNAIR. I movethat the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it was 
the understanding in committee, that when we 
came into the House we were to order this sub- 
stitute to the Nebraska bill printed. It was with 
that understanding that its reading was dispensed 
with, 

Mr. McNAIR. 
purpose. 

TheSPEAKER. The printing will be ordered, 
unless objection be made. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

Mr. JONES. It is in order to move to sus- 
pend the rules, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the rules be sus- 

| pended for that purpose. I would also remark to 
the House that the Doorkeeper informs me that 
the original Senate bill which was ordered to be 
printed, one copy for each member, has been (is- 
tributed to the members upon their order, so that 
there are no copies left. I would suggest that this 

| bill be ordered to be again printed for the use 0! 
the House. 

The question was taken upon the motion to sus- 
pend the rules; and, upon a division, there were 
—ayes 79, noes 1; no quorum voting. 


I withdraw the motion for that 


Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
| adjourn. 
| Mr. CRAIGE. I move that when the House 


| adjourns to-day, it be to meet to-morrow, at (eb 
o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Compromise, and move tha! 
when the House adjourns it be to meet to-morrow, 
at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


Mr. WHEELER. There is no quorum pres 
ent, and the motions submitted by gentlemen, 
other than the one to adjourn, are not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle 
man from North Carolina, no quorum being pres- 
ent, cannot be put or carried. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether it would be in order for me to make @ 
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otion affecting the sabject of the hour at which 
mee are to meet, to be considered to-morrow ? I 
:, not want to do anything which may be disa- 
 peable to the House; but there are many gen- 
“men who desire to speak on the Nebraska- 


Kansas bill. That all may have an opportunity, 
we might meet earlier in the morning, or have 
st sessions. I do not want the order to extend 


yond this week, or while we are occupied in the 
:-nogition of this subject. 

“Mr. DEAN. I have moved thatthe House do 
now adjourn, and insist on the question being put 
19 the House. ' 

‘The question was taken; and the motion was 
carried. 


S99 


Thereupon the House adjourned (at four and a | 


palf o'clock, p. m.) ull to-morrow, at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 9, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
[he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasurer of the 
United States, transmitting copies of his account 
of receipts and disbursements for the Post Office 
Hepartment for the year ending 30th June, 1853; 
whichwas ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. BRIGHT presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Madison, Indiana, praying the establish- 
ment of a portof entry at that place; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SUMNER presented resolutions passed at 
a meeting of the students of Wilbraham Academy, 
Massachusetts, remonstrating against the repeal 





f the Missouri compromise; which were ordered | 


to lie on the table. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- 
husetts, in favor of the establishment by the 
United States, of floating schools for the purpose 
of educating youth in the rudiments of navigation 
and seamanship; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, the memorial of George Washington 
Greene, of Rhode Island, in which he states that 
he is in possession of valuable documents belong- 
ing to his late ancestor, Major General Greene, 
and praying the aid of Congress in the publication 
ofthem; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 
tion of H. S. Sanford, late chargé d’affaires at 


lis pay as secretary of legation and chargé d’af- 





Also, twenty-three memorials from citizens of 
Ohio, and other States in the Union, against the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of the 
delegates and representatives of that portion of 
the Stockbridge tribe of Indians known as the 
‘* Indian party,”’ residing in Wisconsif, praying 
that they may be permitted to remain in their 
present homes, and that Congress will make an 
appropriation to defray the expenses of their dele- 
gation while visiting the seat of Government on 
business of the tribe; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian A figérs. 

Also, a petition of the Lutheran Synod of Mis- 
souri, Ohio, and other States, praying that a 
quarter section of land may be granted to the 
head of every family of the Chippewa Indians, 
residing in Michigan, and an appropriation for 
the support of schools among those Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian A flairs. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Harrisburg and 
Aaronsburg, Pennsylvania, praying that measures 
may be taken to secure to American citizens re- 
siding or traveling abroad, the rights of conscience 
and religious worship; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HUNTER presented additional documents 
in relation to the petition of Caty White, widow 
of Doctor William White; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 

A bill for the reliefof the legal representatives 
of Captain William Davis, late commander of the 
United States transport schooner Eufala; 

Bill for the relief of Fayette Mauzy and Robert 
G. Ward; and 

Bill for the relief of the heirs of Anthony G. 


* Willis, deceased. 


* Paris, praying to be allowed the difference between | 


faires, during the time he acted as such, and the | 


reimbursement of the amount paid for clerk hire 


nsaid legation; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Townsend 


Glover, Darius Clagett, and others, praying Con- | 


gress to make an appropriation to purchase Glo- 
ver’s collection of artificial fruits, now on exhibi- 
tion at the United States Patent Office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Mr. WADE presented “the memorial of Robert | 


U. Schenck, of Ohio, praying an appropriation 
for the compensation of his services as 

‘raordinaryand Minister Plenipotentiary on special 
missions to the Argentine Confederation and to 


cnvoy Ex- | 


the Oriental Republic of Uraguay, in the years | 
1852-’53; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Foreign Relations. 


Mr. PRATT presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, professing the Jewish religion, | 


praying that measures may be taken to secure to 


ciuzens of the United States of overs religious | 
) 


creed, while residing or traveling a 
rights of religious worship; which was referred 
‘o the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


road, the | 


Also, resolutions of the Mayor and City Council | 


of Baltimore, in favor of an appropriation for the 
construction of Fort Carroll, near 
which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

_Mr. CHASE presented a memorial signed by 
eight hundred and fifty-five citizens of New York, 
praying the rejection of the bill for the organiza- 
tion of the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Baltimore; | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the above 
named bills. 


RECOMMITTAL OF PETITION, ETC. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of Caty White, be recommitted, 
together with her petition, to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of John T. 
Hildreth, praying that the widow of John Hil- 
dreth, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, 
may be allowed a pension, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill entitled ** An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘ An act for the relief of the 
inhabitants of the reserved township in Gibson 
county, in the State of Indiana,’’’ approved Au- 
gust 11, 1842. 


EUROPEAN PENAL CODES. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State furnish the Senate 
with a communication from H. 8. Sanford, late chargé 
d’affaires at Paris, on the different systems of penal codes 
in Europe; and also a report on the administration changes 
in France since the revolution of 1848. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT S. P. LEE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom the subject was referred, submitted 
the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That two thousand extra copies of the report 
of the cruise of the *‘ Dolphin,”? under command of Lieu 
tenant 8. P. Lee, be printed, and that the Navy Department 
be furnished with one thousand of the same. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise, Mr. President, for the 
purpose of eapins a single word in explanation. I 
stated yesterday that the Rev. Mr. Richardson, 
from whose sermon | then quoted, was a Connecti- 
cut man, as I believed. tae received a note 


| to-day, from a member of his congregation, who 


i 


il 


happens to be in the city, stating that he isa Ken- 
tuckian, and not from Connecticut. He says Dr. 
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Richardson came from Kentucky to him with a 
letter of introduction from an eminent Kentuckian, 
that he was present and heard that sermon deliv- 
ered, and left the church because of its delivery on 
the Sabbath day. 1 make this correction by the 
authority of one of Mr. Richardson’s congrega- 
ution. 


Mr. TOUCEY. I am very glad the Senator 
has made the correction. 


DAVID MYERLE. 

Mr.GWIN. I move that the Senate take up 
for consideration the bill for the relief of David 
Myerle. It was objected to on Friday last by a 
single Senator, and was passed over. : 

The moti®n was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 


sideration of the bill. 

This case has been eight years before Congress, 
and has several times passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and been favorably reported on in the 
Senate. It appears that, previous to the year 1840, 
the memorialist had been long and extensively 
engaged in the manufacture of cordage; and was 
possessed of much useful knowledge on the sub- 
ject of the growth, preparation, and manufacture 
of hemp. It had long been considered an object 
of the highest national importance, and as vitally 
essential to our true independence of other nations 
for one of the most important elements of national 
defense, to introduce and establish the praticability 
and safety of the process of water-rottung hemp in 
the hemp-growing regions of the United States, 
for the supply of its Navy and commercial marine. 

It is claimed that Mr. Paulding, then Secretary 
of the Navy, urged the memorialist to abandon 
the business in which he was engaged, and to 
enter upon the experiment of water-rotting hemp. 
The patronage of the Government was tendered 
to him, with the most liberal promises of encour- 
agement and indemnity against loss, and if suc- 
cessful, of the most generous reward from the 
Government. He embarked inthe business, and 
hence his claim against the Government. 

The PRESIDENT. There is an amendment 
pending to this bill, and the question is on that 
amendment, to strike out ‘*$30,000,”’ and insert 
* $10,000.” 

Mr.GWIN. Who was it moved by? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Evans,] who is now absent. 

Mr. CHASE. I do not see the Senator from 
South Carolina in his place. Probably he wishes 
to address the Senate on the subject, or, at all 
events, desires to be present when the billis taken 
up and acted upon. It seems to me the usual 
courtesy requires it to be postponed until he shall 
be present. A majority can take it up atany time. 

Mr. GWIN. I am not aware that the Senator 
desired to discuss the bill. It has been before 
Congress for a longtime. I hope the bill will be 
disposed of now, one way or the other. I have 
not a word to say about it. I think the reading 
of the report will show clearly the equity of the 
claim. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Evans,] on Friday, consented that 
the bill might be taken up, if he could be heard on 
his amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; I so understood him. 

Mr. BADGER. He said he would agree to 
take up the bill on condition that the Senate should 
adopt bis amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. That amendment was to 
reduce the amount from $30,000 to $10,000. That 
Senator is not now in his seat; of course he did 
not expect that the question would come up this 
morning. I hope my friend from California will 
consent to wait aatil: at least, he can be heard 
upon that amendment. 


Mr. GWIN, This question has been béfore 
Congress for many years, The bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
is well understood, | presume, by the members 
of this body. I think we can take the vote on 
the proposition. There are others opposed to the 
claim besides the Senator from South Carolina; 
and we can take the vote in his absence. If the 
Senate agree to the amendment, and pass the bill 
in that form, I shall not object. I am against the 
amendment, but. I wish to have it acted upon. 

Mr. DAWSON. Itisa mere matter of courtesy 
on which I appeal to my friend from California. 
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] may be with him upon the bill; but if he were 
out of his seat, and it were proposed to take up a 
bill on.which he wished to be heard, I should 
make the same point that | now do as a matter of 
courtesy. 

Mr. GWIN. I did not understand the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina as exactly proposing his 
amendment; certainly not as wishing to be heard 
upon it. Ife agreed that, if $30,000 should be 
siricken out, and $10,000 inserted, the bill might 
pass without opposiuon from him. On that day, 
any one Senator could have a private bill post- 
poned., 

Mr. BADGER. I hope this bill will not be 
postponed. The Senate has been conversant with 
this measure for a number of yearse I[t has, at 
‘different times, passed both Houses of Congress. 
It is perfectly understood, I understand the ques- 
tion raised by the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina was inerely as to the amount to be paid. 
Upon that question the Senate is perfectly compe- 
tent to decide at the present time. Atany rate, | 
see that the honorable gentleman is now in his 
seat 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihave no recollection of the 
particular facts connected with this claim. I be- 
leve, however, that it is a gratuity throughout. 
But | do recollect that at the last session of 1852, 
the claim was opposed by the honorable Senator 
then representing the State of Kentucky, [Mr. 
Underwood,] in an argument, which made the 
impression on my mind at the time, that the bill 
ought not to pass. I know further that a very 
distinguished Representative from Kentucky, in 
which State I believe the claimant lives, stated to 
me that the claim was utterly baseless. Under 
these circumstances I should like to have the re- 
port read, I will state further that [ can conceive 
of no possible ground on which, in giving a gra- 
tuity to a party—for this is certainly a gratuity— 

you are to allow him interest upon it, which this 
bill contemplates. If the bill is now to be put to 
the vote of the Senate, | ask that the report may 
be read 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was accordingly read. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this bill until Friday next, or | am 
willing to say to-morrow, or any day which will 
suit the convenience of the Senate. I wish to have 
an opportunity to look at the remarks of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Underwood, } 
in opposition to this bill. I have now a very 
indistinct impression of them; but I know that at 
the time they were made, they satisfied me that 
the claim was not a just one. I can see on the 
face of the report—without reference to the mag- 
niloquent language employed in some portions of 
it, evidently delusive in its character—enough to 
satisfy me that this bill is dangerous as a prece- 
dent. If, however, I can find nothing in the re- 
marks made by the late Senator from Kentucky 
to justify opposition to the bill, I shall probably 
make none. 

\{s it now stands, the bill seems to me to be 
based upon a false principle. In reference to your 
tariff policy you have decided that you will not 
grant even indirect protection by levying duties 
with a view to protection; yet here we are asked 
to give a specific bounty to an individual for 
entering into a particular business, and that, too, 
when he did not comply with the very terms of 
the contract which he entered into. He did not 
fulfill the requisites specified in that contract, and 
yet you are literally asked to give him a specific 

sounty for having introduced a certain business 
into this country. That business, of water-rotting 
hemp, is no more important, | suppose, than the 
manufacture of iron; yet, within the last few 
weeks, I have seen a proposition made to take off 
entirely, all duties on railroad iron, although there 
are millions of dollars invested in its manufacture, 
under the faith of your laws, and that interest, 
certainly, is quite as extensive as any benefits 
which could be conferred by the action of this in- 
dividual. 

You are to grant bounties, in one case, to an 
individual for a particular species of manufacture, 
and in another case you are to depart from your 
revenue system, to destroy the entire protection 
afforded to a great interest in the country, quite as 
important in itself. This seems to meto be hardly 
& consistency in legislation; I mean a consistency 
with any known principle. 


[ would rather, how- | 


ever, take time to look into the objections made to 
this bill in 1852 by the honorable Senator from 


] Kentucky. 


1 may state further that a distinguished Repre- 
sentative of Kentucky, in the other House, told 
me that the bill was baseless, as regards any right 
on the part of the claimant, that he was a maa 
without property at the time he entered into this 
business, and that there was no business, no cap- 
ital abandoned by him in order to enter into it. 
Supposing him to have had industry and skill, if he 
failed to comply with his contract, of course he was 
not entitled to call upon the vovernmentto remun- 
erate him. Thenasregards the contract made by the 
Secretary of the Navy with this individual, | look 
upon itas directly in the faceof yourlaws, and con- 
trary to all principle. He entered into a contract 
with an individual, not with a view to obtain the 
articles which that contract specified should be 
obtained, but under some exaggerated notion on 
his part, that he would assume the province of 
legisiation, and undertake to encourage the growth 
of a particular article, by entering into a contract 
for that purpose, outside the terms of the general 
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if 


law. I think that this principle is too monstrous | 


to be countenanced by congressional legislation at 


all. Sull that is the substance of the contract | 


made by Mr. Paulding, according to the report. 
He was authorized, as Secretary of the Navy, 
to enter into contracts for the supply of the Navy 
with cordage. He did not enter into contracts 
with a view to obtain the supply necessary for 


the Navy, but he made a contract with this indi- | 


vidual with the view, under his notions, of intro- 
ducing into the country a particular species of 
manufacture. Do you mean to confide to your 
Executive Departmentsany such authority as that? 
Even suppose his judgment to be right, if you set 
the precedent in this case, you will have other 
Secretaries following the same example, and you 


May 9, 
rather too high a premium for what I conside 
doubtful claim. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wer 
in the chair.) The question is on postponing i 
further consideration of the bill uoul Friday iy 

Mr. BADGER. I hope that the bill wi) 
be postponed. It has been before the Senate Cte 
since I have been a member of the body, and jt }j., 
passed, at different times, both Houses of (,, 
gress. I once had occasion to examine it, ay¢ 
examined it thoroughly, and I am satisfied tha: ; 
is a justand honest demand upon this Gover. 
ment, and that we cannot refuse to pay it Withour 
doing injustice to this man, who has been ryiyg: 
in the manner set forth in the report of the com, 
mittee 

When the subject was under consideration 
few years ago, a brief explanation of it was may. 
by my friend, Mr. Berrien, then a Senator fro, 
Georgia, which was so clear in statement and « 
conclusive in argument, that I am persuaded, if . 
had been reported and preserved as it ought 
have been, it would have removed every shadow 
of doubt from the mind of every Senator, 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it not reported? 

Mr. BADGER. 1 have looked for it, and cqp. 
not findit. I have looked through the Registe; 
Debates, but without success. Now, sir, justice 
delayed is as injurious and unjustifiable as justice 
denied. Let us ascertain, now, what is the judy. 
ment of the Senate upon the measure. My opin. 
ion is, that we shall never be better prepared | 
do it than we are at this time. 


ext, 
Not 


1 hope whatever 


" be the fate of the bill, that it will not be postponed, 


will have brought upon you, in one case after 


another, this difficulty. 

Every experimentalist who chooses to go toa 
Secretary of War or of the Navy, and obtain his 
favorable ear, and enter into contracts, not for ar- 
ticles wanted for the purpose of the public service, 
but with the view of introducing some beneficial 
business into the country, by giving extraordi- 


nary compensation, will be allowed todo se. This | 


seems to me to be a sufficient objection to the bill | 
1 would rather, however, as | have said, | 


in itself. 
look into the subject. I move, therefore, that its 
further consideration be postponed until Friday 
next, orto any other day that the Senate may 
choose. 

Mr. EVANS. On Friday last, when this bill 
was taken up, | objected to its consideration. | 
was satisfied that the claim ought not to be paid. 
I should probably have known nothing of it, but 
that the memorialist sent me an argument on the 
subject. | read it, and read the evidence, so far 
as it was furnished to me, and the result was that 
the evidence did not satisfy me of the truth of the 
propositions on which the claim rests. 


The claim rests first, upon the allegation that by | 


way of patronizing this process of rotting Amer- 


ican hemp, Mr. Paulding, the then Secretary of the | 


Navy, had entered into certain agreements with the 
claimant. Now, | have no doubt that Mr. Pauld- 
ing went so far as to enter into an agreement 
with him and patronize his hemp, so far as to buy 
hemp of him, and make a contract for two hun- 
dred tons directly, and a prospective contract for 
five hundred more. So far] have no doubt the 
contract went; but that Mr. Paulding intended to 
commit this Government to do what he had no 
right to do—to give premiums to encourage the 
process—I do not believe. I see no evidence of it. 

The next proposition is, that when the hemp 
was sent to Boston, it was improperly rejected. 
I have seen nothing to show the truth of that; 
and I will not assume that the officers of the Gov- 


ernment improperly rejected the man’s hemp, || 


when it ought to have been received. After Mr. 
Paulding went out of office, how did it happen 
with his successor? Application should have been 
made to the successor to have the thing corrected. 
Why was it delayed? If the man had a legitimate 
claim, he should have applied to the proper officer 
of the Government, when his claim was rejected— 
he should have applied to the Secretary of the 
Navy immediately to have the affair vallineat. 
1 am not prepared to say that the claimant ought 
not to have something, but I think we are giving 





|| with me as half a dozen. 


Mr. BAYARD. If it were right or proper t 
depend upon the statement or opinion of any 
single member of the body as to the propriety of 
passing a claim, of course, on the argument ad. 
dressed by the honorable Senator from Nort) 
Carolina to the Senate, we ought to pay this 
claim. He has examined it, and is perfectly sx. 
isfied that it ought to pass; but unfortunately Sen. 
ators may differ on the case; and it seems to me 
that every man ought to decide from his own 
judgment upon the propriety of allowing such « 
claim, instead of taking altogether the opinion of 
any other Senator, when they have the means of 
investigation. 

I do not desire to delay action upon the claim. 
Unfortunately, through some accident, which cer- 
tainly seems singular, the remarks of the Senator 
from Georgia, which were so clear as to lead to 
the regret expressed by the Senator from North 
Carolina that we have them not before us, seem to 
have been lost; but | am very sure that no member 
of the body could make a statement which would 
make clear a claim better than that honorable 
Senator could do himself; and | would rather have , 
the statement of the facts than take a mere opinion, 
because, | confess, that on the face of that report, 
it does seem to me that the claim is one which 
violates every principle in its allowance. | desire 
to look into the grounds of it. 

I admit that the grounds of the claim, as stated 
in the report, cover up a great deal. | admit that 
there is a great deal of delusive language which !s 
calculated to appeal to the sympathy and feelings. 
All that I concede, but as regards the number of 
reports which have been made in favor of the 
claim, I confess that, with my experience here, 
they have no weight with me. I have yet to see 
a favorable report made, where subsequent favor- 
able reports do not follow it, as sheep follow each 
other in a flock. When any favorable report 's 
made, another committee will not take the trouble 
to investigate it, but will take the former report of 
the committee, follow it, and adopt it as their re- 
| port. Therefore, one report is of as much weight 
That is the opinion a 
| which I have arrived, after some very searching 
| scrutiny and examination in reference to matters 
of this kind. 

What I desireto dois this. The very intelligent 
Senator who represented the State of Kentucky 
in the Senate, opposed the bill strongly, when tt 
was up in 1852. I desire to look at his remarks. 
They are reported, I have no doubt. I desire 
to see his objections to the bill, because I have 
| heard objections to it, and—here is opinion against 
opinion—I have had a statement made to me by 
-an honorable and distinguished member of the 

other House, that this claim is baseless, because 
| the claimant was a man of no capital, and that |! 
| anything is due to any one, there are other pal- 
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vies to whom it should be paid, and it should not 
+e paid to this party who was not injured at all. 
~ | want to look into the facts and the objections 
oh are made to the claim. I do not desire to 





‘ofeat it DY & postponement, nor do I think there 
; any unreasonable delay in the matter. Itisa 
nrivate claim, and as such Is entitled to come up 
* orivate bill day, like any other private claim to 
‘ 1 sposed of. It has not been the desire, that I 


w of, of any one opposed to it, to delay its 
psideration. On the contrary, I recollect that 
ene or two days when it would have been 
ght up, it was passed over in consequence of 
-he honorable Senator who reported it [Mr. Tuom- 
con, of New Jersey] being absent. Therefore 
.s friends have created the delay, and not those 
opposed to it. It may be that, on further investi- 
auon, | may abandon my objections; but I do 
jesire further time; and I will promise to look into 
+ between this and Friday next. Therefore, I 
= ve Lo postpone It. 

[he motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Me. DIXON. I should like to know from the 

norable Senator from South Carolina whether 
there is any proof which establishes the fact that 
ihe hemp was water-rotted under the direction of 
this man, in consequence of a contract made by 
the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. EVANS. If I read the evidence aright, it 
does not establish that fact. / 

Mr. DIXON. The committee stated that that 
was the evidence; and if that is the fact, Mr. 
President, | do not see why the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina should 
prevail. On the contrary, it appears to me, if he 

{a contract, and if the contract was violated; 

ihe Government is bound by the contract made 
by its agent, for the water-rotting process, such 
as is described to you; if, under this contract, he 
expended large sums of money; if, as is alleged, 

health was injured in the matter; and if, after 
this, the hemp was improperly rejected by the 
Government agent, surely it 1s a case that appeals 
strongly to the sense of justice of the Government; 
and, for one, [ am not disposed to vote against it. 

Then, if the contract were entered into, and if 
ii were such as he represents it was, why shall 
we reduce the amount from $30,000 to $10,000? 
ind if the claim is just, it is just for the whole 
amount. I understand that the losses which he 
sustained were even greater than $30,000. 


Mr. EVANS. That does not appear. 
I have not examined, the testi- | 


Mr. DIXON. 
mony; but | understand, from the reading of the 
report, that the opinion of the committee was, 
that his losses were even greater than $30,000. If 
ley were greater, it is right to give him all or 
nothing. If he has any claim, it is to the amount 
fhis losses; and especially if those losses resulted 
from the fact that the Government agent acted 
improperly and unjustly in rejecting his hemp. 
That is the point. I know nothing of the grounds 
pon which my honored predecessor opposed the 
aim, Ll understand that there was some contest 
between a citizen of Kentucky and this claimant, 
the citizen of Kentucky insisting that some por- 
ton of the claim was due to him for moneys 
which he had advanced to the memorialist. All 
that may be true. I know nothing aboutit. I 
have no knowledge of the fact. 

The only question which presents itself to my 
mind is this: Wasthis contract entered into? Had 
the claimant a right to believe that the Govern- | 
ment would pay him for the losses which he sus- | 
tained, or for the hemp which he might have fur- 
hished to the Government, in pursuance of the 
contract entered into? Did he, in pursuance of that 
contract, furnish the hemp? Wasthe hemp such 
ts he agreed to furnish, and was it improperly 
rejected? If these facts are established, | see no | 
reason why we should not pass the bill allowing 
the compensation. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the case were such as | 
seems to be supposed by the honorable Senator 
‘rom Kentucky, I should not oppose it; but, on 
the contrary, that is not the ground upon which it | 
is placed by the committee. It is not placed on 
the ground that the Government violated a con- | 
tract. Itis true, they throw into the report the 
idea that the administrative officers, under the con- 
tract, improperly rejected the hemp. 

But the testimony further shows, on the report 
of the committee, that the Government did ad- 


lf he sustained losses to the amount of $30,000, | 
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vance a large portion, or some portion—if I recol- 
lect aright, one half the amount—but | believe no 
estimate is given by the committee; they give us 
no data upon which to form our judgment. We 
are not shown how much per ton was to have 
been given for the hemp. We are not told how 
much was lost on the contract, nor is the claim 
put upon the ground that the Government were 
bound to pay on the contract; but it is put upon 
the ground of a bounty to the party, arising from 
the fact that the Secretary of the Navy, contrary 
to his powers, undertook to enter into a contract 
to give a bounty, for the purpose of introducing 
a specific business intothe country. It is on that 
score that my greatest objection to the bill rests; 
it is sanctioning and legalizing an improper exer- 
cise of power on the part of an officer of the Gov- 
ernment, which may be followed in other cases, 
if it is sanctioned in this. 

| should have wished further time to look into 
the case. The Senate think proper, however, to 
pass upon it without further investigation; they 
think it is not proper to allow any examination in 
a case of this kind, which is so abundantly clear. 
They are so perfectly familiar with all the facts, 
that they aresatisfied thatthe claim oucht to pass. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, because there are 
no data given to me to show that any amount 

| whatever ought to be paid; and, therefore, I shall 
vote to reduce it to the lowest sum. I shall after- 
wards move, if that is lost, to strike out the allow- 
ance of interest; for there is no possible ground on 
which any such allowance can be granted in this 
case, upon any known or given principle recog- 
nized even in this body. 

If this fail, I shall still vote against the bill, be- 
cause | cannot perceive that there is any legitimate 
claim for it on the Government whatever, even 
taking the tone and language of the report, though 
I admit there is a mystery about the language. It 
wants specific character; it does not put theclaim 
upon a fair basis, though it throws in ideas con- 
nected with the contract, without venturing to 
allege that there is any ground for the claim, be- 
cause of the violation of the contract on the part of 
the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate is ready to take 
a vote on the bill I shall not make the motion; but 
if itis not ready, [ must move to postpone the 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

Mr. EVANS. I moved the amendment be- 
cause I understood that at a former session of the 
Senate, when Mr. King was here, the amount was 
reduced to $10,000. Whether that was so or not 
I shall not positively state. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That is the case. 

Mr. EVANS. I understand that was the fact; 
the amount was reduced to $10,000. 

Mr.PETTIT. This is an old settler with me. 
This case was in the other House when | was 
there; and | examined it very thoroughly; and I 
then satisfied my mind that beyond question it was 
a good claim. | have seen no reason for changing 
that opinion. I shall therefore vote for the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the bill by 
striking from it the words ‘‘with interest thereon 
from the first day of January, 1850.’’ I see no 
ground for the allowance of interest. On the 
amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.PETTIT. That is the time, I understand, 
when the claim was established. What fixes the 
time at that date? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
who reported the bill [Mr. Tuomson, of New Jer- 
sey} is not present. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is nothing whatever in 
the report which shows any reason for allowing 
interest upon theclaim. The debt, whatever it is, 
is unquestionably in the nature of a gratuity on 
the part of Congress, in my view; but there cer- 
tainly is nota word in the report which shows any 

reason for allowing interest upon the claim from 
that time, or from any other time. The business 
was commenced in 1841, and thecontract was ful- 
filled on the part of the contractor as early as the 
lat of December, 1842; so that if there was any 
right to interest, I think it ought to be based upon 
that ground, and it should commence in December, 
| 1842; but I cannot see any ground for its allow- 
| ance, 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Benjamin, 
Bright, Cass, Clay, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Jones of Ten- 


nessee, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Shieids, Slidell, 
Stuart, Toombs, and Toucey—24. 


NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Brown, Douglas, Fish, 


Foot, Pettit, Sumner, Thompson of Keatucky, and Weller 
—10. " 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in 

On the question of ordering the bill to be en- 
vrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 21, nays 18; as follows: 

YRAS—Mesers. Badger, Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, 
Chase, Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dougtas, Fish, Poot, 
Gwin, James, Jones of Tennessee, Pettit, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—21. 

NAYS—Messers. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Cass, Clay, 
Dawson, Dodge of Lowa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, 
Pearce, Pratt, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Toucey, and Wilhams—1e. 


The bill was read a third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the House bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1855; the pending question being 
on the amendment reported by Mr. Warker, 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to insert the 
following: 

To the Creek nation of Indians, in full fr all demands 
against the United States, the sum of $500,000, in payment 
for eight million acres of land at six and a quarter cents per 
acre, taken from the friendly Creeks without compensa 
tion, by the treaty or capitulation of Fort Jackson, of August 
8, 18l4. 

Mr. BELL. I understand there will be oppo- 
sition to this amendment, or | should not propose 
to say anything upon it. I believe the Senator 
from Virginia wishes to oppose it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I certainly shall oppose it. 

Mr. BELL. It has been some two or three 
years since | examined this question in detail, and 

venture to make some few remarks upon the 
subject more from my recollection of what the 
case was at that time, than from any very careful 
examination of it since. I have just run over, 
cursorily and carelessly, the grounds which have 
been presented within a few days past. When I 
first examined it, | was struck with the consider- 
ation, which | have no doubt the Senate will per- 
ceive presents the strongest reason—if any sub- 
stantial reason can exist—against the allowance 
of the claim. That arose from the very great 
lapse of time which has transpired since 1814, 
when this wrong was done to the Indians by the 
Government; and secondly, from a review of sev- 
eral treaties which had been made between that 
time and this, between the Creek nation and the 
Government of the United States. [ could not 
account satisfactorily, at first, for the reasons why 
the Creeks had not pressed the claim at each of 
the treaties made with them subsequent to the 
capitulation; for the transaction of 1814 was not 
so much a treaty as a capitulation demanded by 
the commanding general at the close of the Creek 
war. There was a treaty in 1818 or 1815S, be- 
tween this Government and the Creeks, which I 
find was for a small tract of country situated in 
the State of Georgia; and had no other provision 
of any great importance. Then came the treaty 
of 1821, and the treaty of 1825. Subsequently, 
another treaty was made, I do not recollect for 
what, perhaps in 1828. And finally, there was 
the treaty of 1832, by which the Creeks agreed 
to surrender their whole territory, upon the terngs 
yrescribed in that treaty, and remove west of the 
Missiesippi. 

I should not have time, sir, the Senate would 
not have patience to hear me, if | were to attempt 
to recite the whole history of this transaction, of 
the circumstances and condition of the people, and 
of the questions which arose between the Gov- 
ernment and the Creek nation of Indians, and be- 
tween the Creek nation and Georgia. It would 
take some two or three hours to do it. I can only 
refer to them as explanatory of the grounds upon 

| which I have finally come to the conclusion, that 
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done to them in 1814. If it is not considered too 
late to do justice, and to redress the wrong, the 
claim is well founded still, notwithstanding the 
lateness of the period at which it is brought for- 
ward. 

In 1814, it will appear by the proofs which per- 
haps all the Senators have before them, General 
Jackson called together the chiefs of the Creek 
nation—both friendly Indians and hostiles. That 
was at the close of the bloody war which had 
taken place between this Government and what 
were called the Red Sticks, or war party of the 
Creek nation, 

At that capitulation some twenty-five of the 
friendly chiefs attended, and but one of the hostile 
chiefs. A large portion of the latter had fled to 
the country south, and taken refuge in Georgia; 
and whatever portion of them remained did not 
show themselves at that capitulation, which was 
held at Fort Jackson. General Jackson had in- 
formed both the friendly and the hostile chiefs, so 
far as he could have any communication made to 
them, through their agents, in summoning them, 
that he proposed, as the terms upon which he 
would enter into that capitulation, full indemnity 
for the expenses of the war incurred by the United 
States against the hostiles, to be taken by a ces- 
sion of their country; and he added the further 
assurance to the friendly Creeks, that their claims 
should be respected, and that they should be 
furthermore rewarded, The terms were not very 
definite as to what he meant by their claims being 
respected; but the terms were explicit, from the 
information, in regard to the indemnity which the 


Government would exact, to wit: the whole ex- | 


penses of the war; and that that was to be taken 
from the territory occupied by the hostile chiefs 
of the nation. 

When the friendly chiefs objected to the lines 
or boundaries which General Jackson proposed— 
twenty-five of the friendly chiefs, remember, to 
one hostile—General Jackson would 
discussion, but directed that they should sign the 
capitulation. ‘Those were the terms which he was 
disposed to grant them, and no other would be 
acceded to. The friendly chiefs, before they 


not havea | 


signed it, asked that they might be permitted to | 


put in a protest, which they did put into the hands 


of the agent, and it found its way to Washington. | 


In addition to the whole country, except a very 
smail slip between two rivers, of the territory 
occupied by the hostile Creeks, which was ceded 
to the United States as indemnity for the expenses 
of the war, some eight or nine millions of acres 
on the southern boundary of the lower band of 
the Creek tribe bordering upon Florida, and ex- 
clusively, I believe, in the State of Georgia, were 
taken. The justification to the friendly Creeks, 
and to the Government, when he came to give his 
explanation—for he seems to have acted under 


the general instructions of taking indemnity for, 


the war—made by General Jackson, was that it 
was necessary to cut off forever thereafter the 


communication of the Indians with the Spanish 


territory of Florida, by ceding the lands to the 
United States, and causing settlements to be formed 
between the Creek country and the Florida coun- 
try, then in possession of the Spanish Govern- 
ment; it being allered, and no doubt being the 
fact, that the war arose, as wars had in former 
times been instigated, and were likely to be so in 
the future, by the Spanish agents and officials in 
the territory of Florida; so that, in addition to 
nearly the whole country occupied by the hostiles 
when the war was entered into, he took these 
eight or nine millions of acres occupied by the 
lower or friendly Creeks, on one foot of which 


there had never been any hostile operations either | 


on the part of the Creeks against the Government | 


of the United States, or of the Government against 


them. This is the hardship of which th® friendly | 


Creeks complained then and protested against, 
and have continued ocaiakoadite. from time to 
time until this day, to put up their complaints. 


] do not remember the number of friendly Creek | 
wurriers who were under the command of General | 


Jackson in the last battles of and throughout that | 


Creek war. 
constantly b 
against the 


poops: 


Between one and two thousand were 
the side of the whites in their wars 


} 


| place in 1814. 


| 


their own brethren who were disposed to be 


friendly to the United States; and before the 
‘United States could send troops enough for their 
protection in their own country, great depreda- 
tions had been committed on the friendly Creeks. 
The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. Daw- 
son} can, perhaps, enlighten us on that subject, 
for in all that transaction he was parsmagna. But 
I believe I am stating the facts of history when | 
say that the war first broke out between the hos- 
tile and friendly Creeks. The simple ground of 
hostility was that the friendly Creeks refused to 
go to war with the United States, at the instigation 
of ‘Tecumseh, or his brother Prophet, or what- 
ever influences were brought to bear. Through- 
out the war the friendly Creek warriors fought 
gallantly by the side of the United States volun- 
teers who went into the war. 

Now, sir, | say that the injury of which they 
justly have a right to complain was, that when 
that capitulation was entered into in addition to 
taking the whole of the country occupied by the 
hostile party of the Creeks, amounting to fourteen 
millions of acres of land, lying within the then 
Territory, but now State of Alabama, the United 
States took eight or nine millions of acres from 
their own allies and friendsin the war. In the 
outset, | challenge a denial of the fact; and if it 
cannot be denied, was it not a most singular, un- 
paralleled, unjust, and arbitrary result of such a 
war? The friendly Creek warriors were paid as 
soldiers of the United States, and they got pen- 
sions. I remember now one fact in the history of 
this transaction, viz: That sixteen hundred Creek 
warriors have received compensation in some 
shape for their services during that war, which 
shows that there were more than a thousand in it 
on the side of the United States. I have said 
before that there were between one and two thou- 
sand. ‘The names of sixteen hundred can be found 
on the records of the Department as having re- 
ceived some acknowledgment for their services. 
Sut the only acknowledgment that was conceded 
at the time of the capitulation was, thatthey should 
be indemnified for their losses of property—for 
the depredations which had been committed at the 
commencement of the war, and throughout the 
different periods, upon their property. ‘That has 
been paid fully,I believe, of late—but not entirely 
until of late. 

Well, the protest came on to Washington. It 
was sent on after the capitulation of 1814; and 
the question at first with me was, why did we 
not, atan earlier period, hear of this claim? Why 
was it not pressed regularly by the agents of the 
Creeks? Why did they not clamor against the 
Government for indemnity? The occurrence took 
Then the question is, why was 
not this claim brought forward in 1814, or at the 
treaty of Indian Spring, or the treaty of the Broken 
Arrow, or of Washington city, which have since 
been held with them? Sir, that history is a little 
more difficult to comprehend, or to narrate so as 
influence the minds of honorable Senators. But, 
sir, you will see how it was; these Creeks were 
not only alien and unfriendly to one another at 
the commencement of the war, but throughout. 
They were hostile and warlike, and engaged in 
war with each other. Sir, it is not at the close of 
a war that feelings engendered under such circum- 
stances can subside. Wherever they came to- 
gether in council afterwards—wherever in their 
consultations among themselves, it became a 
question whether they should put forward this 
claim, or in what shape it should be put forward 
—there were the hostiles saying to the friendly 
chiefs, ‘* we have lost our whole country; we are 
more or less dependent upon you; we are within 


a restricted and contracted district; and if you, | 


the friendly Creeks, choose to put up a claim 
against the Government of the United States for 
your eight or nine millions of acres, remember 
that we have been stripped of the whole of our 
territory, and we shall demand our proportionate 
pert, for we are one people.”’ 

The friendly Creeks would have replied, ** You 
are not of us;’’ and I understand that is the true 
history of their tribe. That powerful nation, at 
the commencement of that war, numbered from 


|, twenty-five thousand to thirty thousand souls; I 


J || have heard it stated at a greater number. 
ed Sticks, or the hostiles of the same | the honorable Senator from Georgia would correct 
The war, I believe, commenced at first || me if I am in error. 


y the hostiles committing depredations upon |, these Muscogee Indians, who have since taken the || 


I wish 


I have long understood that 
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this Government would do justice to those Indians 
if it would redress the great wrong which was 
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generic appellation of Creeks, were the origins) 
owners of the whole of this country—that whic) 
was occupied by themselves, and that which wag 
occupied by the Red Sticks, or hostile party 
when this war took place. Their nation orey 
powerful by conquests and alliances, and py 
taking into their confederacy tribe after tribe ay) 
band after band of other Indians, as they became 
reduced in numbers, and proposed to come and 
live within the Muscogee territory, and be Subject 
to their general councils and laws; and every 
family of these hostiles, every town of them 
was composed of these original dependents o, 
allies who had been taken into the Creek confeq. 
eracy, and they had been assigned the cou, 
which now lies within the limits of Alabama: ¢ 
that probably in their own private councils—fo, 
we know they held them, and very often with 
more secresy than our public administrations hold 
their councils, or than we ourselves occasionally 
do—the difficulty was to adjust between them. 
selves the relative proportion between their claims 
which should be set up against the Governmen, 
If the hostiles attempted to set up a claim, they 
knew it would be vain and abortive; and the 
friendly Creeks were not willing that any indem. 
nity which they might demand of the Goverp. 
ment of the United States should inure to the 
hostiles, because they brought on the war; and if 
there was any justice in conceding indemnity, 
by the Government exacting it from those who 
caused the war, the hostiles were the persons 
who should have borne the peril of that transac. 
tion. The friendly Creeks were not willing to 
obstruct their other policy in their relations with 
the Government, and to impede their demands for 
other claims which they had upon the Govern. 
ment, by putting in a claim of redress for that 
injustice which had been done themselves, be- 
cause they saw it would render the whole council 
to be held perhaps abortive. 

Since the treaty of 1832 they have found refuge 
together in a country at the West. Previous to 
that time we know these old feelings and rivalries 
had proceeded to a great extent. McIntosh, with 


try 


| all his party, who made one of these treaties, was 


| nation. 


assassinated by the leaders of the old Red Sticks 
in the war. Opothleyoholo at that time, I believe, 
commanded the hostiles, and McIntosh the party 
friendly towards the United States. This fact is 
proof of the difficulty they had in settling among 
themselves the proportion of claims which they 
had against the Government of the United States. 
Well, sir; in 1832 this question was presented in 
some shape or other. According to my recollec- 
tion, it was in General Jackson’s instructions, of 
which the honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] perhaps may have some knowledge. But 
even then there was not harmony between the 
two parties, although one of the former treaties 
had been made expressly for the purpose of recon- 
ciling these difficulties. In 1832 they were told 
by the United States, ‘* You must move west be- 
fore we can talk or make any stipulation about 
your claims of any description; you are now sur- 
rounded almost by the white settlements; you are 
now in a condition where you must remove; but 
when you go west we will hear your demands 
and your claims.”? Thus the treaty of 1832 was 
made without any adjustment of this claim. 
But since they have gone to the west, being more 
harmonious in theircouncils, these ancient rivalries 
and hostile feelings having subsided in a great de- 
gree, if not entirely passed away; they now come 
forward and make a joint application to the Gov- 
ernment for indemnity for the wrongs committed 
in 1814. The application is in the name of friendly 
Creeks, but the benefit is to enure to the whole 
This shows pretty clearly that it was not 


| in their power to propose any terms in their for- 


mer councils, or treaties with the United States; 
for it appears that the hostiles and themselves 
have never before been perfectly agreed. Lately, 
however, it has been agreed that whatever indem- 


_ nity the United States shall grant in consideration 


_ of the injustice done to the friendl 


Creeks, shal! 
inure to the equal benefit of the whole tribe west; 
so that it is better policy on the part of the United 
States that this indemnity shall be granted to be 
distributed amongst them all; and to that extent 
it will tend to compose and consolidate the har- 
mony which ito between the old hostiles 
and the friendly Creeks. 


Now, sir, let me recur to the original injustice. 
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